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Giving loyalists a bad name 


The members of pro-Irish Republican and 
anti-British lobbies in Westminster politics 
must have been smiling in huge satisfaction 
last month at the spectacle of rival factions 
among loyalist para-military groups in 
Ulster visiting terror upon each other. What 
a propaganda coup this was for those who 
want to destroy Northern Ireland as a 
British province! 

We should, of course, get this matter into 
perspective. As we made clear last month, 
there is a world of difference between the 
loyalist para-militaries and the IRA. The 
IRA and its allies started the mayhem which 
has plagued the lives of decent people in 
Northern Ireland for the past three decades; 
the loyalist para-military groups were 
brought into being as a defensive response 
after the forces of the British state had 
wholly failed in their duty to put IRA terror 
down and protect the lives of loyal British 
subjects. 

We went on to say in this column last 


Nationalist comment 


month:- 


“Of course, once organisations are 
created which have the power to frighten 
people, it is always likely that criminal 
elements will get into them and use them 
for their own ends. We would not doubt 
that this has happened to loyalist strong- 
arm groups just as it has happened, on a 
much greater scale, to republican ones.” 


To this we might have added that, as well 
as ordinary criminals, there are others who 
might have a special motive in infiltrating 
the loyalist para-militaries and using them 
for their own ends. In 1998 it was revealed 
that Special Branch was controlling and 
using Combat 18 in connection with its 
activities in Ulster and the mainland. It 
would be no surprise, given the ultimate 
policy objective of British Government of 
selling out Northern Ireland, if government 
agencies had ‘plants’ in loyalist organis- 
ations whose purpose was to engage in 
activities likely to discredit the loyalist 
cause. 

This is why people should not allow 
themselves to be sidetracked by reports of 
‘loyalist’ violence from the vital issue at 
stake in Northern Ireland, which is whether 
the province remains British or does not — 
and whether we on the mainland remain 
loyal to the people there who have for so 
long, and despite continual discouragement, 
remained loyal to us. 


Minding Russia’s business 


There is something thoroughly repulsive 
in the way in which ‘liberal’ journalists 
have been exploiting for all they’re worth 
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the tragic deaths of the crew of the Russian 
submarine Kursk as an excuse to vent their 
spleen on the Russian authorities. 

The big hullabaloo has been over the 
decision of the Russians not to call in help 
from abroad until it was too late to save the 
men trapped in the doomed sub. President 
Putin and his Government have been att- 
acked for, among other things, allowing 
‘national pride’ to come before human life. 

Well, since we in Britain live under a 
government wholly lacking in any kind of 
national pride, perhaps it is a strange thing 
to observe countries elsewhere where such 
a thing is strong. Maybe national pride was 
a factor in the Russians’ reluctance to call 
sooner for outside help — in which event it 
was a case of allowing a very admirable 
sentiment to get a little out of perspective. 
However, a nation is far healthier for its 
government being ruled by that consider- 
ation than by it being totally absent. 

On the other hand, there could well have 
been the consideration of security. No 
nation in its right mind takes lightly the 
decision to allow foreigners access to its 
most advanced weapons, even where human . 
lives are at stake. It could well have been 
that President Putin’s advisers told him that 
there was virtually no chance of saving the 
lives of any of the crew virtually from the 
moment the disaster was reported, so that 
action which could have grave national 
security implications would have to be 
weighed in the balance extremely carefully. 
No-one would envy the Russian President in 
such a situation. His decision to call in 
British and Norwegian salvage experts so 
late in the day might have been mistaken 
but, if so, it was the kind of mistake 
virtually any national leader is prone to 
make in such an emergency. 

But in any event, what happened over the 
Kursk was Russia’s business. Government 
and people in Britain should sympathise 
with the Russians — particularly the 
bereaved families — in their grief, and 
leave it at that. It was an occasion on which 
pious sermons from the pulpits of the pro- 
fessionally self-righteous simply were not in 
order. 


The emasculation 
of the British Army 


For some time, those of us who take 
patriotic pride in the quality of Britain’s 
armed forces have become increasingly 
concerned at the intrusions of political 
correctness into military life. Now even the 
most politically correct of the nation’s top 
brass, General Sir Charles Guthrie (the 
subject of an article in these pages two 
months ago), is apprehensive that the 
process is going too far. In an interview 
with the Daily Telegraph published on 


a 


A familiar picture. The British Army is becoming an organisation of glorified social 


on the 


workers, instead of what it should be — an efficient and aggressive fighting force. 


August 10th, he warned that the fighting 
ability of the armed forces was threatened 
by involvement in too many humanitarian 
operations. ‘‘The Government,”’’ he said.. 


ee 


. says that defence should be a force 
for good, but being a force for good does 
not just mean cuddling orphans and giving 
asprins and cups of tea to old ladies. It 
also entails producing a highly effective, 
well-equipped, trained fighting force.”’ 


Words for which, in present circum- 
stances, we suppose we should be grateful. 
But a truly responsible forces chief would 
have put it better. For a start, he would 
repudiated the entire notion that a nation’s 
defence should be a ‘‘force for good.”’ 
‘Good’ simply does not come into it. It is 
not the responsibility of those whose job it 
is to organise national defence to concern 
themselves with moral questions — at least 
not where basic policy is concerned. Their 
responsibility is to ensure the protection of 


‘the nation’s borders and vital interests, and 


that is all. Of course, in the detailed oper- 
ations in which armed forces are engaged 
there should be an effort to observe civilised 
rules of decency, humanity and chivalry. 
But that is something else. 

Perhaps a further clue to the mental 
confusion of those in high places — at both 
military and political level — is General 
Guthrie’s statement about defence not just 
meaning cuddling orphans, etc. In fact, it 
should not mean that at all. Again, this does 
not preclude individual servicemen and 
women showing kindness to such unfort- 
unates in particular situations when they 
comes across them; it only means that such 
considerations have nothing whatever to do 


with defence policy. 

Likewise with the General’s use of the 
word ‘also’ when referring to the need for 
‘*a highly effective, well-equipped, trained 
fighting force.’’ There should be no ‘also’ 
about it; that need is the only need that 
defence chiefs should be concerned about — 
there is no other. 

Once we forget the essential purpose of a 
nation having armed forces, we are apt to 
reach a point at which we witness them 
being deployed in all kinds of nutty exper- 
iments and projects which have nothing 
whatever to do with the security of the 
realm. This is what is now happening. 

If you are one of those who believe in 
prayer, now is the time to pray that for the 
foreseeable future Britain is not menaced by 
a powerful and determined external enemy! 


Multi-racialists change tack 


For as long as anyone can remember, the 
multi-racialist lobby has been telling us that 
the multi-racial society is good for us, that 
it enriches us, that all races are equal and 
that anyone who questions this is a ‘racist’, 
a ‘hatemonger’ and even a ‘nazi’. 

But something seems to have happened 
recently to persuade these our lords, ladies 
and masters than their argument is not 
getting through. 

Patriotic parties in mainland Europe 
opposed to third world immigration have 
been achieving some impressive results in 
elections, and here in Britain, where 
political change tends to occur more slowly 
than elsewhere, the BNP has been doing 
well enough at the polls to frighten the 


month‘s news 


establishment. 

So now we’re hearing a new tune. In fact 
your’e going to be hearing quite a lot of it 
in times to come. We need the immigrants, 
our lords, ladies and masters say, because 
the white populations of the world are 
getting older. The countries of Europe, the 
White Commonwealth and the USA are all 
suffering from low birthrates, and are there- 
fore short of young people. A recent report 
prepared by the French Government for the 
European Union says that the EU must be 
prepared to take in 75 million immigrants 
over the coming decades. No, that figure is 
not a misprint — 75 million! And you can 
bet that no small portion of these will be 
coming here! 

Of course, the statement that white 
nations are growing older through low 
birthrates is absolutely correct. But the 
remedy for this is to offer families all the 
necessary incentives to have more children, 
as well as do much more to persuade 
women of the joys of motherhood. What the 
globalists and the politically correct are 
doing is offering a solution to the problem 
of a dying race which will ensure, equally, 
that the race dies — only in a different way: 
by miscegenation instead of by sterility. 

Isn’t it typical of liberals to be constantly 
offering quack solutions to problems which 
they themselves have created? 


Paulsgrove: cry of anger 
from the guts of a nation 


When angry demonstrations against 
paedophiles were mounted in the Paulsgrove 
district of Portsmouth last month, the 
chattering classes were aghast. This, they 
bleated, was lynch law. 

Maybe it was to some extent; and lynch 
law is never pretty. There is always the 
chance that an angry mob will pick on an 
innocent person and victimise him merely 
on suspicion — unproven — that he has 
committed a crime. This happened at about 
the same time to a man in the Manchester 
area who was mistaken for a child-molester 
to whom he bore a striking resemblance. 

But lynch law is a fact of life that is 
liable to manifest itself when the appropriate 
authority has shown itself incapable of en- 
forcing proper law. The terrible case of 
little Sarah Payne, violated and murdered by 
some sub-human in Sussex, brought home 
to the nation the utter impotence of the 
powers that be in the face of the paedophile 
phenomenon, which they have allowed to 
flourish by the grossly inadequate measures 
taken to protect society from it. 

Paulsgrove was a cry from the ordinary 
people of Britain, saying to the politicians: 
when the hell are you going to do some- 
thing to stamp out these evils? Those polit- 
icians had better listen — and soon! 
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RETARDING 
WHITE KIDS 


INCREASING ALAR\IM is being expressed by both government and 
educationalists over the failure of so many boys at school to match 
the standards of girl pupils. Now one of the latter has come out with 
an admission that has alarmed the educational establishment and SEWELL 
sent the legions of the politically correct into a fury. Tony Sewell, a Black culture has become the 
lecturer in education, has said that the influence of black culture on = dominant culture, he says. 
many young people in Britain is having a positively retarding influ- 
ence on their educational development, affecting both sexes but boys more than girls. 

And the thing that has got under the skin of the establishment most of all is the fact that Mr. 
Sewell himself is black! 


NO INTEREST 


Speaking to the Daily Telegraph \ast month, Sewell said that large sections of his community 
were not interested in intellectual activity and that fashionable youth culture, with its interest in . 
money and consumer goods, was much more damaging to black pupils’ chances than racism. 
He said that black peer grouping and culture was propping up the sale of trainers and rap music. 

But that was not all. Sewell warned that all this was crossing over to white teenagers, who 
admired it. “Black culture has become the dominant culture,” he said, “and now it affects 
everyone.” According to the black cultural norm, he said, “to be good at school is seen as nerdy 
and white while it’s cool to be black.” : 


BEING ‘COOL’ | 

On the theme of ‘coolness’, Telegraph reporter Nicole Martin, in a study of Sewell’s findings, 
spoke of the influence of rap music on both black and white teenagers, mentioning such per- 
. formers as Sean ‘Puff Daddy’ Combs and Tupac Shakur, saying:- 


“Their obscene lyrics, glorifying tales of casual rape and murder, have made them cult figures 
among disaffected black teenagers who aspire to the wealth, fame and glamour their rap idols appear 
to have achieved with little or no effort.” 


Miss Martin went on to say that:- 

“Educationalists have warned that the wealth and glamour of the rap scene have become so 

infectious that many white (our emphasis) teenagers also share the aspirations of their black contem- 

poraries.” 

These findings simply confirm what Spearhead has been saying for a long time. Black culture 
is totally inimical to the mental and spiritual development of young white people, encouraging 
laziness, lack of ambition in worthy pursuits, preoccupation with the trivial and the banal, appall- 
ing manners and absence of respect for others. Mr. Sewell is to be praised for pointing this out. 


The real reason that we are bombing Iraq, 
of course, is that the Americans tell us to. The 
French, having withdrawn from the anti-Iraq 
coalition in December 1998, leaving only the 
British and the Americans in the previously 
multi-national allied coalition of 1991, Iraq 


now epitomises the unwritten but dominant | 


axiom upon which British foreign policy has 
rested for the last decade: whatever the 
Americans do, we do. This constant has 
remained in place — indeed it may even have 
grown stronger — since the old imperatives of 
the Cold War for an Atlantic Schulterschluss 


disappeared. Iraq is only one in a string of 
British interventions in the last decade which 
are the military equivalent of asking ‘How 
high?’ in answer to the Americans’ ‘Jump!’ 
JOHN LAUGHLAND 
The Spectator (12.8.00) 


In the art world, the Damien Hursts and 
Tracey Emins are raking in millions and 
winning deferential plaudits, despite displaying 
few discernible technical skills. The critics 
have become part of the art establishment’s 
decadence. They are either too scared to say 
that the emperor has no clothes or they have 
become simpering Osrics, desperate to feel the 
coat-tails of that dreadful man Charles Saatchi 
and his set. 

Anything modern has a built-in immunity. 
We are told to worship the fashionable. Des- 
igners have disciples and no-one ever dares 
utter a word of dissent. If you attack a modern 
building or a brand new symphony you are a 
prude or a stick-in-the-mud. The nodding 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


donkeys are in the ascendancy. 
QUENTIN LETT: 
Sunday Telegraph (20.8.00) 


What has long seemed to me a striking 
measure of the collapse of taste is the fact that 
the man voted the nation’s most popular 
musical entertainer in 1953 and 1954 was Tom 
Jenkins, leader of the Palm Court Orchestra. 
The music played, mainly light classics, was 
not demanding but at least. it was music. 

Today’s most popular music entertainer 


wwyyvYvVwye 
Uncle Sam’s poodle. This is how the Spectator cartoonist saw Britain’s grovelling 
subservience to the US in the latter’s anti-Iraq policy. 


would be some verbally challenged, writhing 
adolescent. 

Which, by the way, leads us to an inter- 
esting question. Why does nobody whistle 
these days? 

The telling answer must surely be that 
modern popular music, for the first time, has 
no tunes, only rhythm (and words of remorse- 
less imbecility). 

ANDREW ALEXANDER 
Daily Mail (18.8.00) 


The problem with education in modern 
Britain — the essential, intractable problem — 
is not at the bottom but the top; it is the 
problem of an insufficiently educated gov- 
erning class — the class that staffs parliament, 
the press, the universities — a class with an 
uneducated idea of education. 

DUKE MASKELL 
The Spectator (5.8.00) 


The women of Paulsgrove have evoked a 
response nationwide. They’ve shown that the 


powers that be do not always know best. 
(Yesterday William Hague willingly, and John 
Prescott more grudgingly, acknowledged this.) 
If the protesters had been black or brown, we 
would have been told by all the usual public 
mouths that — first and foremost — we must 
listen to their concerns. And rightly so. 

I sometimes think that no-one terrifies the 
chattering classes so much as the white 
working class. But they, too, have a right to 
have their say. 

PAUL BARKER 
Evening Standard (14.8.00) 


Can we please stop being so superior to the 
Russians over their submarine disaster? In the 
past few weeks it has turned out that our own 
government misled us severely about the 
Kosovo war — once by claiming that our 
bombs were far more accurate than they were, 
and once by vastly exaggerating Kosovar 
deaths. If, which God forbid, one of our own 
top-secret nuclear submarines were to suffer a 
disaster, could we necessarily expect the 
British Government — especially this one — to 
be entirely truthful about it from the start? 

What would our response be if the Russian 
navy offered to help our trapped seamen? 

And by the way, is Vladimir Putin’s belief, 
that the presence of senior politicians at such 
scenes is a hindrance and not a help, so very 
wrong? 

PETER HITCHENS 
Daily Express (21.8.00) 


It is the Maximus spirit of masculinity that 
British men, from politicians to teenagers, 
need to recapture, at least in public life, to be 
leaders. We have been the villains in Hélly- 
wood films for too long; with the exception of 
Captain Picard in Star Trek, the British accent 
automatically suggests snobbery, treachery and 
even murder. All this we have meekly coll- 
uded in, not just because our actors will do 
anything for a job but because we do not dare 
to stand up as heroes... 

Liberal guilt and characteristic self-depre- 
cation have prevented men from fighting back. 
Instead, we comfort ourselves with a wry 
version of the stiff upper lip... 

AMANDA CRAIG 
Sunday Times (13.8.00) 


We need to remember that national identity 
is partly defined by trivial things. Even that 
apostle of high culture, T.S. Eliot, included 
dartboards, dog races and ‘‘boiled cabbage cut 
into sections’ alongside Gothic churches and 
the music of Elgar in his list of British ach- 
ievements. 

DAMIEN THOMPSON 
Daily Telegraph (12.8.00) 
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SOME MYTHS ABOUT 
‘MODERNISATION’ 


DURING JULY, a friend and supporter 
sent me a tape recording of a BBC radio 
programme called File on Four, which 
focused on the British National Party. It 
was the usual vicious rubbish. In one part 
the pastor of a church in Burnley, Lanca- 
shire, was heard describing how in the 
middle of a bible study session a petrol 
bomb came through a door, terrifying his 
parishioners. Afterwards the word ‘Allah’ 
was found painted on the door. A local 
Asian councillor, complete with Lanca- 
shire accent, was then heard saying that 
the bomb could not possibly have been the 
work of Moslems but must have been 
thrown by “someone who wanted to create 
tension and division within the comm- 
unity.” He was then heard saying that 
there was more tension in the area “due to 
the activities of the BNP... inciting racial 
hatred.” 

An elderly woman in Nelson, a short way 
away, was then heard describing how she had 
received a written notification purporting to 
come from the local authority informing her 
that she was required by compulsory ruling to 
take in five refugees for accommodation in 
her home. The commentator went to on to say 
that the letter was a hoax. “There was no 
direct evidence linking the hoax to the BNP, 
but,” he said in sly insinuation, “exactly the 
same thing has happened in the party’s other 
stronghold of Sandwell, in the West Mid- 
lands” (details omitted). ““The purpose of such 
letters,” he continued, “is clear: to incite 
public feeling against asylum-seekers — just 
what the BNP said it was going to do.” Thus 
by grossly misleading association our party 
was linked in the listener’s mind with two 
unpleasant incidents for which there was not a 
shred of evidence of any connection on its 
behalf. These are of course typical BBC 
tactics. 

There followed allegations of racial 
violence and harassment in Newport, South 
Wales. A black woman (this time with Welsh 
accent!) was heard saying that she had a 
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‘shock’ receiving a BNP leaflet opposing the 
coming of asylum-seekers to the area. 
Leaving her house to observe the leafleters 
over the road, she went over and confronted 
one of them and asked: “What do you pro- 
pose to do with me then?” The BNP man 
replied: “I'll offer you two thousand pounds 
to go back.” Neither the woman nor the BBC 
commentator explained how this perfectly 
reasonable proposition amounted to ‘harass- 
ment’, let alone ‘violence’. 


‘Persecution’ 


Then in Sunderland a man from the Middle 
East was heard saying that he feared ‘perse- 
cution’ in his country so he escaped with his 
life “to England.” He went on to say how he 
“left everything behind” when he fled, in- 
cluding “my precious family,’” whom now he 
could not see “maybe for ever.” He then 


DEPOSIT SAVED! 
Here John Tyndall is seen holding the 
cheque repaid to the BNP as the deposit he 
saved as the party’s candidate in the parl- 
iamentary by-election in Dagenham in 
1994. This excellent result was achieved by 
extensive doorstep canvassing and by the 
presentation of an image of moderation 
and normality to the voters, Contrary to 
BBC and other media propaganda, there 
is nothing ‘new’ about this aspect of party 
strategy. 


described how outside a refugee hostel he had 
seen men from the BNP insulting newcomers 
and physically attacking one of them, after 
which, he said, the police came and made four 
arrests. No attempt, apparently, was made by 
the BBC to check with the police whether 
such an incident had ever happened, while the 
story of the man leaving his family back home 
“maybe for ever” — far-fetched as it sounded 
— was accepted without question. No facts, 
obviously, could be allowed to spoil what 
what sounded an excellent story of refugee 
misery and BNP brutality! 


So what’s ‘new’? 

But there was another respect in which this 
programme showed little regard for truth: 
throughout it there was the recurring thread of 
a BNP which, after many years on the 
hooligan fringes of British politics, had just 
recently opted for a policy of ‘respectability’ 
and a quest to be accepted within the comity 
of political normality. File on Four, the 
commentator said in the introduction, “anal- 
yses the party’s new political strategy.” No 
tangible evidence was produced to explain 
this ‘newness’; the listener — and perhaps not 
a few actual BNP supporters — were just left to 
take the statement as read. The commentator 
went on to say of the BNP: “It’s urgently 
trying to divest itself of any association with 
neo-nazi thuggery, and presents itself in its 
literature as a mainstream force of nationalist 
aspiration.” 

This really cannot go unchallenged. Any 
‘association’ the BNP has ever had with ‘neo- 
nazi thuggery’ has been an association given 
it by deceitful mass media propaganda, in 
which the BBC has played a major part. The 
party has been trying to divest itself from such 
associations from the very beginning of its 
existence in 1982 but with especially stren- 
uous efforts from the outset of the 1990s. To 
talk of this divesting as if were a “new 
political strategy” is wholly to distort the facts. 

The facts, as the BBC well knows, are that 


a small political movcement lacking the 
resources of mass communication labours at 
an immense disadvantage when it comes to 
escaping from images of ‘neo-nazism’ and 
‘thuggery’ if others, who possess those 
resources of communication decide to use 
them to put across those images. This is the 
problem the BNP faced in the 1980s and 
1990s, just as it faces it today in the early 
years of the 21st century. It is totally dis- 
honest to suggest that the party was any the 
less concerned to to combat such images a 
decade ago than it is at present — or that 
current PR policies employed by the party in 
this regard mark some kind of new departure. 

But File of Four seemed determined to 
create that impression. Referring to recent 
BNP anti-paedophile campaigns, its comm- 
entator observed: “This is how the BNP now 
wants to present itself: as the guardian of 
traditional family values.” Note the word 
‘now’! In fact, there never has been a time 
when it has not been a major purpose of the 
BNP to present itself as a guardian of family 
values. If a BBC radio programme cares to 
make this observation in the year 2000 while 
not having done so in 1990 or before, that is 
not our fault. The policy was equally central 
to our thinking in the past as now: it has 
always been central to our thinking. Of 
course, now, with a larger and stronger party 
— the outcome mainly of our campaigns in 
the general and Euro elections of 1997 and 
1999 — we are better able to get the message 
of this policy across than previously, but that 
is all that has changed. 

But File on Four is determined to maintain 
the illusion of a fundamental strategy switch. 
Says its commentator:- 


“Gone are the days, according to the Labour 
Party’s Adrian Bailey, deputy leader of 
Sandwell, when the BNP could be dis- 
missed as a bunch of neo-nazi thugs. He 
now has to treat them very seriously, Mr. 
Bailey says, as a local political force.” 


Media create the image 


So just when, and by what means, could 
the BNP once be dismissed as a bunch of 
neo-nazi thugs? The simple answer to that 
question is that it could be so dismissed at 
any time the mass media decided to dismiss 
it that way — and that is still the case today. 
And the means would be the same as at any 
other time: by the weight of propaganda 
wielded by the broadcasting services and 
press. If File on Four programme is now 
portraying our party as something different, 
that is not because it is different but only 
because that programme, for its own reasons, 
has decided to present it differently 

Of course, there could be an additional 
factor.at work here. When the leader of 
Sandwell Council is quoted speaking of the 
BNP as he has done, he is doing so against 
the background of a vastly increased input of 
party activity in the West Midlands by 
comparison with some years ago. The West 


Midlands has been very much of a growth 
area for the BNP in recent times, fuelled by 
the induction of valuable new blood and by 


some very impressive results in local gov- - 


ernment elections. As its presence in the 
region has increased thereby, it has of course 
been much better able to project itself in 
terms of its real nature as a party — as distinct 
from the image given it by the media — than 
in the past. What Mr. Bailey is really talking 
about is a party that has to be treated ser- 
iously because of its much greater strength 
and more visible public presence, rather than 
because of any change of policy or image- 
projection. 
Bailey claimed on the programme:- 
“It was interesting that at the count (May 
2000) the BNP supporters were dressed 
immaculately in suits and ties, and on their 
election literature they are portrayed as 
respectable, traditional family people, 
pillars of the local community. Tradition- 
ally, the extreme right-wing parties tended 
to alienate electors by their violent elect- 
ioneering techniques... We have to recog- 
nise nationally that the BNP are a more 
sophisticated animal...” 


The first part of this statement was the 
truth — but it has a/ways been the truth for as 
long as the BNP has been engaged in serious 


have been portrayed otherwise, it has been 
by the propaganda of our enemies. 


‘Violent’ electioneering! 

And as for the second part of Mr Bailey’s 
statement — about violent electioneering 
techniques — while I cannot speak for other 
so-called ‘extreme _ right-wing’ parties, 
where the BNP is concerned that is absolute 
nonsense. What party in its right mind would 
employ violent techniques at elections? The 
purpose on such occasions is to win votes, is 
it not? Just what could violence achieve in 
that regard? I am reminded of a Daily 
Express drawing which appeared just after 
we won our council seat in Millwall in 1993. 
It showed shaven-headed BNP ‘canvassers’ 
kicking a voter’s door down. Well, we would 
hardly have obtained 33.9 per cent of the poll 
and got our councillor, Derek Beackon, elec- 
ted had we not made ourselves locally 
popular. Kicking down doors would have 
been a strange way of doing this! 

And let the reader be reminded — this was 
in 1993, not 2000. As I have said, there is 
nothing whatever ‘new’ about the BNP’s 
policy of putting across a voter-friendly 
image and a polite message. 

But of course, in all this hype about a ‘new- 


A ‘VOTER-FRIENDLY’ IMAGE 
This picture is from a BNP local government election campaign in Lancashire in the 
mid-1990s. The scene is typical. Contrary to what some of the media claim, there is 
nothing whatever ‘new’ in this type of approach. 


electoral activity, as it has since the very 
early 1990s. We have always impressed 
upon our representatives to dress smartly, 
particularly at events where they are prom- 
inently on public view. Just occasionally, 
some have failed to follow this injunction, 
but that has been rare. Our election literature 
has never done other than portray us -as 
respectable, traditional family people; if we 


strategy’ BNP our success in Millwall seven 
years ago has been conveniently ignored. 
The fact is that we achieved this success by 
precisely the same methods as are now being 
proclaimed as constituting some kind of 
‘reinvented’ party image — ‘respectable’, 
‘voter-friendly’ and above all ‘new’. Mill- 
wall very firmly demolishes this myth. 
Contd. overleaf 
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SOME MYTHS ABOUT 
‘MODERNISATION’ 


Contd. from prev. page) 


Early beginnings of BNP 

It is perhaps the time to remind some 
readers of a little BNP history. Founded in 
1982, we were condemned to struggle during 
our first eight years in a political climate 
hopelessly unfavourable to the growth of 
nationalism. We grew very slowly in those 
years (when we were growing at all), but we 
did at least fare far better than other nation- 
alist groups targeting much the same 
elements among the British public. At that 
time we had to contend with a compar- 
atively popular Tory Government with a 
falsely acquired reputation of being ‘right- 
wing’ and ‘patriotic’. Many people still 
believed that the then Prime Minister 
Margaret Thatcher would save the British 
people — as she had hinted she would — from 
being ‘swamped’ by immigrants. Added to 
this was the victory in the Falklands War in 
1982, which (again quite falsely) conveyed 
the impression that we had a Government 
which stood up to the nation’s enemies and 
was able to maintain British pride. 

During those years of the 1980s, we were 
able to make little impact at all on main- 
stream British public opinion, nor to register 
anything better than derisory votes at elec- 
tions. We therefore concentrated our efforts 
on other objectives and strategies, which 
were oriented towards recruiting people 
from out of the minority of politically radic- 
alised elements in the population — largely 
the alienated working-class young folk of the 
inner cities — and building cadres of activists 
out of which the seeds of greater growth in 
the future could come when the political 
climate had become more favourable to us. 

It was not until around the end of that 
decade that such a new climate began to 
appear. This called for a considerable change 
in our strategies and tactics, and accordingly 
we underwent that change. Electoral activity 
at last began to become profitable again, and 
our priorities were, increasingly, focused in 
that direction. This meant much more care 
over our public image and also in the human 
material we recruited. Those who could not 
adapt to these changes were not encouraged 
to stay in the party. 

It was, in other words, at this time — circa 
1990 — that the modern BNP was born — not, 
as some of the media would claim, a decade 
later. Three years after that, the policy paid 
dividends and our first council seat was won. 

Throughout the 1990s, the BNP continued 
the process of its modernisation as a political 
party. Contrary to what some have been led 
to believe, there never has been any basic 
conflict over this process of modernisation; 
the most that has happened has been the 
occasional disagreement over detail. In this 
process we have certainly looked overseas for 
examples of success achieved by political 
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movements of a similar type and been ready 
to learn from them, while at the same time 
recognising that the different political envir- 
onment in which we have to work in Britain 
— the greatest difference being the first- 
past-the-post electoral system, which makes 
conditions much harder for smaller parties — 


means that we cannot always draw facile © 


conclusions from the achievements of Con- 
tinental parties which can be applied to our 
own situation. 


Comparisons misleading | 

Bearing this in mind, we have to avoid 
one particular error committed by some nat- 
ionalists. This is to assume that the successes 
of certain foreign parties are due to superior 
public relations techniques which we can 
easily emulate — rather than the simple fact of 
their enjoying greater facilities of commun- 
ication and therefore being better able to 
project their true images into the public con- 
sciousness. As just one example, in France, 
Italy and Austria — where strong nationalist 
parties are often held up as models of what 
we should be able to achieve in Britain — it is 
possible to buy the newspapers and maga~ 
zines of those parties at almost any city 
news-stand, just as it is also possible for the 
same parties openly to hire meeting premises 
in at least some, if not all, areas of the 
countries in which they operate. One factor 
making for the latter is that, through the 
system of proportional representation that 
holds sway in Italy and Austria and did up till 
not long ago hold sway in France, these 
parties have for a long time had some seats in 
local government, and are thus able to exert 
some influence in defence of their rights of 
assembly. 

That our task in Britain is in so many ways 
harder, due to these handicaps, should not be 
a cause for despair. Bit by bit, we are moving 
forward despite them. But we need always to 
keep them in mind when discussion of imag- 
ery and public relations techniques takes 
place, and achievements are subject to com- 
parisons when vastly differing conditions 
render such comparisons invidious. 


The popular psyche 

These questions apart, there is another 
danger we must avoid when the subject of 
imagery and public relations is under review. 
We must not always assume that the reasons 
people give for not joining, or voting for, the 
BNP are the real ones. It has been said that 
the masses are feminine — in the sense that 
they respect strength and despise weakness, 
and are prepared to throw in their lot with the 
stronger rather than, necessarily, the more 
‘virtuous’. A small party without any real 
power labours under the handicap that, how- 
ever attractive its political aims and ideals, 
its very smallness and apparent impotence 
exercise a repellant effect. People in the 
main like to be fashionable; they are socially 
embarrassed by the thought of what their 


neighbours, friends and even family will 
think if they become associated with a 
minority cause which, however unjustly, is 
stigmatised as ‘odd’ and ‘extreme’ by the 
moulders of public opinion. Then in addition 
to social embarrrassment there is also occu- 
pational embarrassment, and the further up 
the occupational scale the greater this factor 
inhibits involvement. In certain careers jobs 
can be lost, and in yet more promotion can be 
hindered, by employers’ knowledge that one 
is a BNP member — worse still an active one. 
If one is in business on one’s own account, 
one can, in certain sectors, run the risk of 
commercial boycott — usually organised by a 
particular section of the community to whom 
this is the traditional way of dealing with 
those of whose opinions they disapprove. 

These dangers should not be exaggerated; 
in many fields of employment they are min- 
imal; but fear of them often runs ahead of 
reality, and this has to be taken into account. 

At the polling station, of course, support 
of the BNP is private and secret; but here 
again the repellant of weakness takes its 
effect. Most electors do not like the idea of 
voting for a party or candidate they do not 
think can win — the ‘wasted-vote’ syndrome 
—so that young and small parties have the 
uphill struggle of achieving a ‘credibility’ 
threshold before they can hope that election 
results will match public sympathy with their 
policies. Experience here bears out that a 
showing in which a nationalist candidate can 
win, say, 20 per cent of the poll may well be 
the precursor of victory next time — by way 
of that credibility threshold being achieved. 

It is our duty to understand these factors 
which play such an important part in deter- 
mining people’s political attitudes so that 
when we come to analyse why success is not 
more rapid we do not confuse one cause with 
another. And here is where another symptom 
of the feminine nature of mass opinion 
reveals itself. 


The true cause of rejection 

A well-known feminine trait — in private 
affairs often as endearing as it is frustrating — 
is to give an explanation for saying ‘no’ to 
something that conceals the real explanation. 
And this is not necessarily a matter of dis- 
honesty, for frequently the true reasons for 
negative responses lie deeply within the sub- 
conscious, and are not even understood by 
the person in question. Here the description 
‘feminine’ is perhaps an oversimplification, 
for the tendency is often observable in males 
also. However, it is nevertheless probably 
true to attribute it more to feminine impulses 
than to masculine ones. 

The trait, whether displayed by women or 
men, must, however, be recognised in our 
analysis of the factors that shape political 
attitudes — and in one very important regard: it 
means that many members of the public who 
from their declared beliefs we would expect 
to support the BNP, but do not do so on the 


pretext that it is ‘too extreme’, or is ‘fascist’ 
or ‘neo-nazi’, may well simply be using 
such excuses as something to hide behind 
rather than acknowledge their real reasons 
for abs- tention — which more probably are 
rooted in feminine instincts of wanting to be 
fashionable and conformist and to opt for 
what is ‘safe’. By the same token, such 
people are very likely put off by our political 
minority status and the fact that we can 
produce no evidence that we wield actual 
power. All these things are real deterrents, 
but they are not the deterrents that people 
would rather admit. It is far more satisfying 
to their own self-esteem to invent more 
seemingly virtuous reasons for non-support 
and non-participation. They are therefore 
only too ready to seize upon some fabricated 
media image of the BNP as “a bunch of 
thugs,” or some such nonsense — even 
though the voice of common sense inside 
them may tell them a hundred times that that 
image is distorted. They need such excuses 
for what is at root a failure of nerve and of 
duty. 


These realities of political life should not 


be cause for discouragement; that would be 
about as practical as getting discouraged by 
the rain or the cold. They should simply be 
taken carefully into account when we think 
about our political tactics. 

For if we fail to take them into account 
there is a danger to which we shall always be 
susceptible. We begin — quite rightly — from 
the standpoint of recognising our public 
image to be important and taking care to 
cultivate it in the correct form: polite, dis- 
ciplined, tidy and smart, ‘voter-friendly’ and 
avoiding language or behaviour which 
alienates people. 

But then, when we encounter folk who are 
still, on the face of it, not convinced that we 
are a party to support, some of us are prone to 
fall into the trap of thinking that we need to 
become even more ‘moderate’, ‘respectable’ 
and bland in our message. We get caught up 
in a degrading spiral of self-pacification and 
tame, ingratiating language and policy — to 
the point at which every robust belief and 
principle we ever had, every firm, masculine 
image of strength and vigour, is discarded in 
what is in fact a hopeless quest: to win over 


the unwinnable, to appease the unappeas- 
able, to placate the implacable, to recruit 
those elements among the public who will 
always find an excuse to do nothing — 
because of a basic cowardice and inertia 
within themselves, combined often with a 
quite desperate craving to conform which no 
persuasion on earth will ever change — 
except perhaps when it is that persuasion 
that comes of exercising the power and 
patronage which all political wimps respect 
and defer to. 

The debate over our party’s image will 
always be with us — and very necessarily so. 
It will always proceed in an atmosphere of 
some disagreement — again necessarily so 
because it, must never become stagnant; 
ideas must constantly be put to the test of 
criticism, even if it is only so that they may 
better be articulated and understood. 

But it is nevertheless useful — and perhaps 
a safeguard against disagreement escalating 
into quarrelling and splits — if some basic 
framework for the debate be provided. I 
hope that this article has contributed in some 
way to that need. 


‘*The Moslem Parliament in Britain is going 
to the Court of Human Rights in Strasbourg 
asking it to rule in favour of polygamy, as 
the present law in the UK permits only one 
wife. This is an infringement of the Asians’ 
human rights.”’ (Today programme, Radio 
Four). 


* * * 
HARRODS storecard holders who call to 


enquire about their accounts may soon find 
themselves talking to operators in India. The 


American bank which handles the cards — 


along with a number of British store chains — 
is planning to shift some of its business from a 
call centre in Leeds to one in Delhi. 

Indian call centre workers earn £115 a 
month, compared with £625 for the lowest-paid 
operators in Leeds. 


* * * 


BANK MANAGER Leslie North, of Leaming- 
ton Spa, claimed he suffered a nervous break- 
down after his workload was increased as a 
result of staff cuts by his employers, LLoyds. 
He won a compensation award of £100,000. 


* * * 


MEANWHILE, a London policeman cleared 
in two separate court cases of indecent 
assault and bullying women colleagues is to 
receive £600,000 after resigning, claiming 
that the strain left him unable to continue in 
the force. 


* * * 


THAT’S NOT ALL. A Liverpool man, Joe 
Gaffney, had regularly walked under a local 
road sign for years, his own height of 5ft Yin 
being cleared by at least three inches by the 
bottom edge of the sign. But one day in 1998 
some fittings had become loose and the sign 
slipped. Mr. Gaffney did not notice this re- 
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positioning, walked straight into the sign and 

suffered a bump on the head. He demanded 

compensation off the local authority and last 

month got an out-of-court settlement of more 

than £4,000, most of which was for legal costs. 
ee 


THE Patron-in-Chief of the Britart movement . 
has paid £150,000 for the world’s’most 
celebrated unmade bed — together with ‘soiled 
sheets, knickers and a used condom. 

The advertising entrepreneur Lord Saatchi 
has bought ‘My Bed’ by Tracey Emin, ‘the 
piece of work she exhibited at the Tate last 
year and which brought her widespread 
notoriety when it became one of the four 
shortlisted entries for the Turner Prize. 

et ea 


WHILE our health service and armed forces 
are chronically short of money, Portcullis 
House, built as an extension to the Houses of 
Parliament at a cost of £230 million, seems 
to constitute a bottomless pit where public 
expenditure is concerned. The latest is a bill 
for £75,000 for two limestone reception 
desks and a stainless steel enclosure around 
the security check area. Then there are 12 
fig trees grown in Florida, which are being 
leased for £150,000 to shade the politicians 
from the sun in the building’s glass-roofed 
restaurant, which has been fitted out at a 
cost of £500,000. Electric blinds for offices 
have cost £2 million while some potted plants 
have been obtained at £200,000. Nearly 
£300,000 has gone on reclining chairs with 
‘snooze’ positions for MPs. 

Me = Ee 


TONY BLAIR has been engaged in’secret talks 
with Sinn Fein leaders with a view to granting 
a possible amnesty for IRA killers who are Still 
on the run. The talks took place at Downing 


Street at the end of July (Sunday Times, August 
13th). 


* * * 


A BRAND NEW top-of-the-range £7,500 bus 
stop and shelter was recently built on London 
Road, Swanley, Kent. You won’t find anyone 
standing there, however, because no buses ever 
go by these days. 

Apparently, the local council when granting 
planning permission for the stop and shelter did 
not think to check with the bus company as to 
whether it was located on any of its routes. 


* * * 


A MOTHER in Wolverhampton who tackled 
a sex offender in a children’s playground 
was told there were no police officers 
available to deal with the incident. 

The very next night, the local Express & 
Star newspaper reported, police were out in 
large numbers carrying out a ‘blitz’ on 
illegal parking in the city centre. 


kek ke 


BRITAIN’S biggest advertisers? The Labour 
Government, which last year splashed out 
£113.5 million in promoting knowledge of its 
own achievements — almost double the figure 
recorded by the Tories under John Major. 


* * * 


THE HOME OFFICE has decided that not 
enough asylum-seekers are being allowed to 
stay in Britain. It is now planning a fourfold 
increase. 

* * * 


THE METROPOLITAN POLICE have 
turned down a would-be recruit because he 
had a Union Jack tattooed on his arm. The 
Met’s head of recruitment (a woman) said 
that she had to ensure that ‘‘candidates are 
not perceived as having unacceptable attit- 
udes towards women or minority ethnic 
people.”’ 
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THE INCREASING INCURSION of 
politics and business into our national 
sports, particularly football and cricket, 
often has precisely the opposite effect to 
that which is presumably intended. As 
clubs and players become richer, so our 
former sporting prowess seemingly 
vanishes. It is perhaps trite to suggest that 
sport in Britain has become something of 
a political football, but it can hardly be 
denied that, as our monumentally incom- 
petent politicians and well-heeled bus- 
inessmen on the make become ever more 
involved in sporting matters, so our 
performance in world sport declines in 
proportion. 

Over the years, politicians have done 
much to discourage sport in our schools. 
First, they sold off many school playing 
fields. Then they were responsible for the 
near-disappearance of sports from the school 
curricula. To make matters worse, many 
schools have adopted a régime in which 
sporting prowess is actively discouraged, this 
occurring through the eschewing of any form 
of competition, and doing away with prizes 
or giving them to those who ‘tried hard’ 
rather than won. In one case of which I 
know, a boy who won three races on his 
school sports day was given only one prize 
because it was considered ‘unfair’ to the 
others to give him all three! 

The torpedoing of England’s bid to host 
the 2006 soccer World Cup provides a 
typical example of the damaging effect 
that politicians are having on sport. Why 
on earth did Mr. Blair appoint the crude 
and garrulous Tony Banks as his ‘personal 
envoy’ to mastermind the campaign for 
England to become the venue for the com- 
petition? Indeed, why earlier did Blair 
appoint Banks as Sports Minister? Surely 
he must have known that the choice of 
such a tactless and unreliable personage in 
charge of the campaign was almost certain 
to put the kibosh on any chances of 
England becoming the venue. 

There is a possible reason for Blair’s 
choice. Perhaps he saw the move as a 
convenient way of getting rid of Banks in 
his former job: his vulgarity and arro- 
gance as Sports Minister was increasingly 
becoming an embarrassment to the Gov- 
ernment. Blair used a similar method to 
rid himself of Frank Dobson, whose time 
in charge of the National Health Service 
was nothing less than a disaster. Whatever 
Mr. Blair’s reasons may have been, it is 
quite evident that he had little care for 
England’s prospects of securing the World 
Cup venue. What he is far more con- 
cerned with is the future of himself and 
his tatty Government. 


Baneful influence 


The 2006 World Cup fiasco highlights 
the baneful influence that political and 
commercial interests are having on sport 
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On the 


decline 
of Britis 
sport 


generally. Financial considerations and 
greed play a very big part in sport today. 
This results, among other things, in the 
preponderance of foreign players in our 


a euphemism for what we used to call ‘tip- 
and-run’. This so-called ‘pyjama’ cricket 
may be ideally suited for TV and for those 
with a limited attention span and know- 
ledge of the game, but it is anathema to 
the real cricket enthusiast and is hardly the 
way to prepare players for the more 
demanding requirements of real test 
cricket. How long, I wonder, before first- 
class cricket is replaced by ‘French’ 
cricket? The scandal involving the former 
South African captain Hansie Cronje, 
found to have been taking bribes, is also 
typical of the malaise that is affecting 
cricket and other sports. 


Bad behaviour on increase 

As political and commercial interests 
increasingly influence sport, so sportsmen 
seem to become more volatile and ill- 
tempered. We have all witnessed petulant 
£10,000-a-week footballers acting in ways 
that during my schooldays would have 


RONALD RICKCORD deplores the political and 
commercial influences that have gained a 
hold on our national games and pastimes 


leading soccer teams, and this influx of 
highly paid foreigners inevitably has a 
detrimental effect on the game both 
nationally and internationally, besides 
impeding the development of our home- 
bred young players. 

The commercialisation of cricket has led 
to the emergence of the one-day game — 


resulted in the application of the cane. 
When famous and admired sportsmen 
behave in such ways, is it any wonder that 
some of the young and not-so-young 
spectators do likewise? 

In the days of my youth participation in 
sport was regarded as a privilege, and 

Contd. overleaf 


2006 World Cup fiasco: Government envoy Tony Banks is seen here with former soccer 
star Bobby Charlton. Banks’s appointment to mastermind the England bid was certain 
to result in its failure. Why did Blair choose this no-hoper for such a task? 


ON THE DECLINE OF 


BRITISH SPORT 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


watching it was a pleasure. In those days 
there was no ‘sledging’ in cricket matches, 
and intentional and malicious foul play in 
football was a rarity. 

Unlike the sports stars of today, the 
heroes of the past were poorly paid. They 
played for the love of the game and the 
honour of representing their country, if 
chosen. Their skill and enthusiasm spread 
to the rest of us who watched them, and 
we tried to emulate them, however 
unsuccessfully. Most of those sportsmen 
came from ordinary backgrounds, and I 
think that they would have scorned the 
highly publicised lifestyles of today’s 
super-stars. Who can forget the great 
sportsmen of yesteryear? We remember 
with affection such heroes as C.B. Fry (a 
man of incredible versatility), Stanley 
Matthews, Raich Carter, Tommy Lawton, 
Tom Finney, Jack Hobbs, Wally 
Hammond, Frank Woolley, Sidney Wood- 
erson — to name but a few. These men 
and their like were characters who never 
thought of themselves as being 
exceptional. Many of them had their 
sporting careers cut short by the world 
wars in which they served. Indeed, two of 
Englands greatest spin bowlers, Colin 
Blythe and Hedley Verity, were killed in 
World Wars I and II respectively. 

Thinking of those great sportsmen of 
the past puts me in mind of Francis 
Thompson’s nostalgic and evocative poem 
entitled ‘At Lords’, written at the 
beginning of the last century. Perhaps I 
may be allowed to quote a few lines, the 
penultimate of which I have altered 
slightly for the purpose of this article:- 


... and a ghostly batsman 
Plays to the bowling of a ghost, 
And I look through my tears 
On a soundless-clapping host 
As the run-stealers 

- Flicker to and fro: 
Oh my Compton and my Edrich 
Long ago! 


A familiar sight in modern Britain: the grass is growing long on this former playing 
field in Dorset after the local authority closed it down to sell the land to developers. The 


kids play in an aimless and disorganised way on what is left of an old goalpost. 


Denis Compton, seen here driving, was a brilliant all-round sportsman, representing 
England at both cricket and soccer. If present discouragement of competitiveness in 
school sports continues, will we ever see his like again? 


Alas, it is doubtful that we shall ever 
see their likes again. Would that today’s 
sportsmen followed in their footsteps, 


without the interference of politicians or 
the seduction of filthy lucre! Is this too 
much to hope for? 


OBITUARY 


JAAP MARAIS (1922-2000) 


We were saddened to hear last month that 
the courageous South African nationalist 
leader Jaap Marais had died in Pretoria. 

Mr. Marais was an uncompromising Afrik- 
aner patriot. A supporter of Dr. Hendrick Ver- 
woerd, he was disgusted when, after the 
latter’s assassination, the National Party in 
South Africa became infiltrated by liberals and 
moved away from its original hard-line 
policies. He became a co-founder, and later 
leader, of the Herstigte Nasionale Party, or Re- 
formed National Party, which it was intended 
would continue in the Verwoerd tradition. The 
HNP, as it became known, faced an uphill 
struggle against media and money in a South 


Africa now well and truly given up to the 
liberal agenda. In addition, the party had to 
contend with the rival ‘Conservative Party’, 
which some believe was set up by the state to 
siphon support away from the HNP. 

Mr. Marais, though resolutely opposed to 
the British establishment, was not personally 
hostile to British people, and he occasionally 
corresponded cordially with our editor both 
supplying and seeking information helpful to 
our common struggle against the forces of 
globalism. 

Jaap Marais, being born in perhaps the 
wrong times, deserved more political success 
than he achieved. We salute a brave fighter. 


Pagell 


... And they say it’s 
the hooligans who 
are mindless! 


AS, thankfully, Euro 2000 recedes into the 
past, we should perhaps take a cool and 
dispassionate look at the phenomenon of 
football hooliganism and try to understand 
the real problem. Tony Blair and his 
pathetic henchman at the Home Office 
believe, as always, that repressive legis- 
lation is the answer. “If you can’t cure it 
then tread on it” is the policy of New 
Labour. And so quite innocent folk 
suddenly find themselves deprived of their 
passports and their right to travel to any 
corner of the globe. Now no sensible 
patriot is exactly happy when he or she 
hears about drunken brawls, injured police- 
men and general mayhem in a foreign city, 
and this all because of a football match! 
But does Jack Straw ever bother to ask 
himself why it should be so? Is there 
maybe something to be learned from 
looking at the sad, squalid history of our 
nation over the past century? 


Let us review the last sixty to seventy 
years or so in Britain through the eyes of 
our young working people of today and 
note what they see. The nineteen-thirties 
were certainly no bed of roses for ordinary 
folk. There was poverty and there was 
hunger and, of course, we lost a Monarch 
who actually seemed to care about the 
plight of the less fortunate. Even so, there 
was a sense of togetherness, a very 
discernible feeling of nafional pride; being 
British had real meaning. Also, 
on the plus side, murderers were 
hanged, armed robbers could be 
flogged and sexual deviants were 
kept away from the public. Un- 
fortunately, the people could do 
nothing to restrain the antics of 
those remarkably foolish folk 
who, having obtained power, 
were quite unable to mind their 
own business. 


Thus it came about that we 
embarked on a military venture 
even more senseless than the 
one which had ended only 
twenty-one years before in 
1918. This time our war aim was 
to relieve the plight of the corrupt 
dictatorship whlch ruled Poland. 
In fact, that country was first 
occupied for a year or so by 
Germany and the USSR, and 
then suffered for several decades 
under a repressive Stalinist-type 
régime. So much for the war aim! 
The original casus belli having, as 
it were, gone by the board, it 
became necessary to invent 
some new ones, and to establish 
the validity of these by mock 
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trials followed by the hanging (soldiers;. 
sailors, diplomats — it really did not matter; 
revenge was the name of the game) of the 
leaders of the losing side. But it is not my 
purpose to dwell on the barbarism of 
Nuremberg but rather to look at post-war 
Britain — what it was, and what it has 
become. 


Even those who believed, in 1945, that 
we were the moral victors could scarcely 
deny that we were a spent and bankrupt 
nation. We were in hock to the USA and 
the rest of the world; all our machinery was 
worn out, and there were no resources for 
replacement. Worse still, the incompetent 
and moronic Attlee was to gain power and 
begin the dismemberment of that great 
Empire which real men had created. As for 
us — | mean the general public — we basked 
in the illusion that we were top nation, 
while other countries, France, Germany 
and Japan being the foremost, began to 
pick themselves up from the floor and re- 
construct. And, not surprisingly, the dollar 
ruled overall! The cost, the wholly unnec- 
essary cost, to this nation of World War 
two will never be accurately quantified. 


ALIEN INVASION 

But if, below the surface, things were 
beginning to look bad, there was further 
misery to come. Now | am quite prepared 


. 
ok 


English fans battle it out at World Cup in France in 1998. 
Mindless they may be, but they are the products of a national 
culture and ethos no less moronic, starting with the political 
class and permeating downwards. Since 1945 — perhaps even 
before — Britain as a whole has been losing its sanity as a nation. 


COLIN VERNON 
looks at life in 


post-war 
Britain 


to accept that, had it ever been put to the 
vote, there might have been an over- 
whelming majority in favour of Britain 
becoming a multi-racial melting pot, par- 
ticularly if the much-vaunted benefits of 
this type of soctety had been adequately 
publicised at the time. However, when we 
consider that our indigenous folk are still 
being accused of covort. overt, surrep- 
titious, institutional. implied, inadvertent 
and subliminal racism, it is my own guess 
that the vote could easily have gone the 
other way. What we can say, without fear 
of contradiction, is that no choice was ever 
offered, and thus, unremarkably, even to 
this day, we can still detect, in some 
quarters, a smouldering resentment on the 
part of those who, possibly due to their 
profound ignorance of all its myriad 
advantages, are not happy with their 
multi-racial existence, and look back in 
envy at what they perceive to be the 
happier days enjoyed by their ancestors. 


Moreover, these same folk are mystified 
as to why the case of a black youth, 
allegedly stabbed by white teenagers, 
should have been treated as a cause 
cé/ébre when they are so well aware of 
thousands of violent crimes, including rape 
and murder, where the boot is clearly on 
the other foot. To them it is an odd world 
in which it is quite legitimate to set up a 
‘Black club’ or an ‘Asian 
centre’ but viciously racist to 
declare ‘Admision to Whites 
only’. The liberty to consort 
exclusively with one’s own 
kind would seem to them to be 
fundamental but, in a multi- 
racial society, it only works one 
way. 

“A fair day’s pay for a fair 
day’s work?’’ Well, that used 
to be the idea a long time ago — 
before the arrival of the fat cat, 
the company executive who, 
having cashed in millions in 
share options, is able to quit 
with a few more millions 
shoved into his back pocket - 
and this whether or not he has 
been a success or a failure! 
And all this was before the 
advent of the so-called rock 
idols and the astute little para- 
sites who feed off the vast 
earnings of the ‘stars’, and 
long before the coming of the 
leggy ladies who strut the 
catwalk in quite hideous garb, 
and the footballing prima 
donnas who cannot score even 


from the penalty spot and yet can become 
multi-millionaires after a few years’ ‘work’. 
And if, while surveying this crazy scene, 
you reflect that the number of good. honest 
jobs in manufacturing is in perpetual 
decline, you may be forgiven for con- 
cluding that this is indeed a very sick 
society. 


POLICE DEGRADED 


Enough of how we share out the 
national cake! How goes law and order in 
this brave new post-war world? There was, 
once upon atime, an era when bobbies 
were respected and, believe it or not, 
sometimes liked! That, of course, was a 
long, long time before MacPherson, before 
that sickening enquiry when senior police 
officers were paraded in front of the mob to 
offer their absurd mea culpas. Street crime 
figures have rocketed since then but Jack 
Straw does not seem to have recog- nised 
the obvious connection. More recently we 
have read of a detective gang which sold 
drugs seized in raids. These five worthies 
were Met officers seconded to a regional 
crime squad to tackle drug traff- icking. 
Now there'll always be bent coppers but 
this looks remarkably like the result of a 
recruiting drive! Maybe the majority of the 
boys in blue are honest hard-working 
chaps, but we have to wonder 

how many more are on the make and 
have not been found out. Andin = any 
case, who wants to do the job when the 
service has been stripped of all real 
authority, and when listening to moaning 
about so-called racial abuse gets priority 
over catching thieves. What confidence 
can we have in the police, and where is the 
protection that we once took for granted? 

Lastly, we can observe this once proud 
nation sinking further and further into an 
amorphous, aimless European super-state. 
There is no reason for it. Certainly there are 
no advantages whatsoever. But it is 
happening, and only a fool will suppose 
that little Willie Hague and his Tories can 
do anything about it. The chances are that 
it will finally break up in an horrendous war 
which will make the recent Yugoslav 
conflict look like small beer. But that is 
some way away and, meantime, the misery 
escalates. 

Now, it would be foolish to suppose that 
the would-be hooligan weighs up all the 
negative factors affecting his life and 
decides that a punch-up in Brussels would 
be the best way to express his dissatis- 
faction. It is, however, valid to suggest 
that, when an existence is systematically 
robbed of all meaning and purpose, society 
may well spawn a breed liable to project 
what It perceives as its image in aless than 
orthodox fashion. And, even more sick- 
ening than the sight of English lads street- 
brawling in foreign parts is the hypocrisy of 
an establishment that holds up its hands in 
horror and wholly falls to recognise that it 
is itself largely to blame. 

For it is that establishment that has 


created the society which spawns these 
horrors. 


AN OPPORTUNITY 
ABROAD 


Dr. DONALD STEVENS relates a conversation on holiday 


There were about a dozen of us — a 
mixed bag of nationalities: American, 
British, Irish, Italian, Spanish. We were 
having a very pleasant social evening in a 
continental inn. Suddenly I found myself 
talking about politics. 

I stopped abruptly. 

‘“‘Go on,”’ said an Italian lady. She spoke 
good German and fluent French and English 
as well as her own Italian. 

“You're not boring us,’’ said the 
American. 

So I picked up what I had said and went 
on. 

‘In Austria, there is the Freiheitspartei. 
You may or may not agree with its 
policies.”’ 

‘“‘That doesn't matter,’ 
Italian. 

‘In Italy, you have the Allianza Nationale. 
In France there is the Front National. These 
are all able to hold meetings to which the 
general public may be invited. We can’t in 
Britain.”’ 

There was general puzzlement. 

I went on to explain about the British 
National Party (they had never heard of it), 
how that all the national newspapers refuse 
to comment on it with any degree of 
fairness, and that it is impossible to hold 
openly a meeting even for our own 
members. I explained how the police at 
times did their best to prevent us from 
holding our Annual Rally, how they app- 
eared to liaise with the extreme left to 
prevent us launching our Manifesto before 
the last election. 

‘*But that's not right!’” protested the lady 
from Dublin indignantly. ‘‘Sinn Fein can hold 
public meetings!”’ 

I told them about the activities of the 
Anti-Nazi League of anarchists, how they 
made threatening telephone calls and even a 
threatening visit to an elderly widow before 
the last election to try to annul the nomin- 
ation of the BNP candidate (this account . 
appeared in Spearhead). | told them of the 
experience of a friend of mine who stood in 
the general election for the BNP and who 
received 800 votes — until the Deputy 
Returning Officer changed his mind and 
reduced it to 300 votes; and refused the 
candidate permission to examine the ballot 
papers. 

‘It made no difference to the result,’’ I 
said, ‘“but if this could happen in that 
constituency, it may have happened else- 
where, where the result was closer.’’ 

There was almost universal shock when I 
told them that the events concerning the last 
General Election had taken place under a 


’ 


interrupted an 


Conservative Government. I then explained 
that there was virtually no difference 
between the Socialists (Labour), Conserv- 
atives and Liberals. They all united to 
suppress any opposition to their joint ideas. 

The meeting then reverted to general 
conversation; but I noticed that one person 
had taken no part in the political discussion 
and was obviously politely bored with it — 
the other Englishman. Yes, I thought to 
myself, that is the attitude that has landed 
our country in the European Union and with 
Blair 
as Prime Minister. 

I had previously, in a formal discussion, 
been asked my views (or rather the views of 
the British) about the European Union. The 
news had penetrated this rather remote part 
of the Continent that two-thirds of the 
British were against the Euro. I explained 
that there were some of us who were against 
tyranny, the Euro, and the European Union; 
and that the latest decree by the EU was one 
worthy of any ruthless despot. 

“‘Tf,’’ I said, ‘‘the European Union 
decided that " (who was leading the 
dis-cussion) ‘‘was a criminal’’ (there was 
general mirth at this because anyone less 
like a criminal than would be hard 
to find) “‘the police would be empowered to 
open his private letters and read his e-mails 
to find proof of his criminal activities, even 
though he was not a criminal. This is 
tyranny.’’ (I have paraphrased my 
comments: I was speaking in German, and 
my explanation, although clear to those - 
listening — as I discovered later — was in 
more primitive linguistic terms). 

Thus the gathering was prepared for my 
point of view on the European Union, but 
was not prepared for my account of our 
oppressive political system and its ruthless 
suppression of dissent in this country. Truly, 
there is more freedom on the Continent than 
here, but even there you can find similar 
curbs on the freedom of-speech. 

The next day, an Italian told me that in 
Italy you are not allowed to say what you 
think about Albanians, although anyone can 
insult an Italian. Also, that you can criticise 
the Christian (Catholic) Church to the point 
of blasphemy, but you must not say a word 
against Islam. He also told me of an eighty- 
year-old professor who was in prison for 
disputing the numbers of Jews killed in the 
‘holocaust’. 

He put the point most clearly. We were 
talking in German outside, with the sun 
blazing down. He said:- 

“‘T can say that it is now raining. It is nonsense, but 
I have the freedom to say so.’’ 
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HARDLY a week goes by without 
someone in the media bickering about 
alleged discrimination by some organ- 
isation or employer on grounds of race, 
gender, sexuality, age, physical handi- 
cap or whatever. Most of this is sens- 
ibly ignored by a public bored stiff with 
egalitarian claptrap and whining victim- 
ology. It is time to pay the closest att- 
ention, however, when the social en- 
gineers seem bent on reconstructing 
Britain’s armed forces and police to 
accommodate the feminist and multi- 
Eacialist agendas. 

Our military and law-enforcement 
agencies exist to safeguard our indep- 
endence as a sovereign nation-state 
and to uphold those principles likely to 
ensure the security of our homeland 
and survival of our people as a recog- 
nizable entity in the world. Indeed, 
those who serve in these organisations 
are expected to put their very lives on 
the line, if so required, in the discharge 
of their official duties. Of course, 
proper discipline within these organ- 
isations obviously demands obedience 
to ‘lawful’ orders; that is to say, orders 
consonant with official policy. More- 
over, it is tacitly assumed that such 
orders demand unquestioning obed- 
ience and that any departure from them 
has to be punished as a more or less 
serious disciplinary and perhaps even 
criminal offence. 


‘LAWFUL’ OR RIGHT? 


But whilst, in the short. term, orders © 


may be ‘lawful’ in a strictly legalistic 
sense, they only reflect the prevailing 
political régime’s values and priorities, 
and are subject to amendment or abol- 
ition when another régime takes over (it 
is generally agreed that no government 
can be bound by the actions of its pre- 
decessors). “Theirs not to reason why; 
theirs but to do or die” is a romantic 
notion that was fatally damaged by the 
Nuremberg dictum which said that 
obedience to lawful orders was no 
defence against accusations of ‘crimes 
against humanity’ — itself a very nebu- 
lous concept open to any number of 
interpretations by different political 
régimes. Assuming that the British 
people are at least as human as anyone 
else, they are therefore entitled to 
regard certain actions as crimes against 
their own best interests. 

The individual serviceman or police- 
man may choose to ignore what might 
be called the ‘patriotic imperative’, and 
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seek advancement through unques- 
tioning and zealous obedience to 
official directives regardless of context, 
circumstance, or long-term  conse- 
quences for the country whose best 
interests he is assumed to be pro- 
tecting. The type is all too revoltingly 


‘Authority’, institutions, 
government: these, says 
FRANK KIMBAL JOHNSON, 
are only entitled to our 
respect if they serve the 
interests of our nation and 
people 


familiar; history abounds with mons- 
trous examples of officious inhumanity 
and stupidity. And most of us know 
from experience that blind obedience to 


‘authority is an infallible mark of the 


moral imbecile and unprincipled oppor- 
tunist. By contrast, our most illustrious 
national figures have all had the ‘Nelson 
touch’, knowing when to turn a blind 
eye to inept official signals . 

As for personal loyalties, these differ 
widely between individuals in their 


Britain's police, from being the pro- 
tectors of law and order and public 
safety, are increasingly becoming the 
law-enforcement arm of the globalist 
establishment, occupied keeping sur- 
veillance on dissenters and ~ heretics’. 


 ——————— 


order of precedence. There is loyalty to 
family, friends, employer, colleagues, 
moral code, intellectual and aesthetic 
standards, for example. These, along 
with religious, political and tribal/trad- 
itional imperatives, do not always 
square with official directives, and 
therefore each individual must have the 
courage of his convictions in deciding 
the most appropriate and honourable 
response to those orders which, in his 
judgement, deserve to be disobeyed or 
subverted. Such resistance to osten- 
sibly lawful commands may be active 
or passive, but the more intelligent and 
resourceful individuals will usually find 
ways of frustrating radically unacc- 
eptable directives without exposing 
themselves to official retribution. 


MATTER OF CONSCIENCE 

It is all a matter of personal con- 
science: to be or not to be a Vicar of 
Bray or a ‘man for all seasons’; and the 
verdict of history is plain enough for 
anybody. So consider the predicament 
of any honourable British patriot con- 
fronted with official directives to acc- 
ept aliens, feminists and homosexuals 
as equals in every respect and to show 
no discrimination whatsoever towards 
them. Convinced to the marrow of his 
bones that this policy is totally incom- 
patible with the survival of his race, 
nation and culture, does he resign, or 
rebel, or passively resist it in one way or 
another? No self-respecting British 
patriot will tamely subordinate himself 
to an alien, feminist or homosexual in 
any capacity whatsoever; so if he finds 
the policies and programmes of ‘polit- 
ical correctness’ repugnant as a matter 
of principle rather than personal exped- 
iency, then he cannot in all conscience 
become an agent, active or passive, of 
their implementation. So, regardless of 
renegade legislation or corrupt official 
directives, the true patriot will remain 
loyal to the timeless imperatives of 
race, culture, chivalry and nationality. 
He will recogise that, in all social trans- 
actions loyalty and discrimination are 


the indivisible sides of any honest 
coinages. 
Throughout history, rank-and-file 


subordinates have contrived to sub- 
vert, frustrate or temper the impact of 
corrupt and oppressive régimes and 
ideologies, often at great personal cost. 
In so doing they proved themselves 
men of honour and principle and not 
mere apparatchiks or mechanics of 


mere apparatchiks or mechanics of 
social engineering . 

True patriotism is a matter of kinship, 
character and culture, not political 
ideology. Allegiance to any régime and 
observance of any law is therefore 
conditional upon their legitimacy as 
agents and instruments of the subject’s 
own genuine patriotism. So, whatever 
your role under the present political 
régime, and whatever official directives 
it applies, you have a sacred duty to 
ignore, frustrate, subvert and sabotage 
any measures which are manifestly 
unpatriotic and inimical to the survival 
of all that is best in our race and culture. 

Of course this entails an element of 
risk, but then without some risk there is 
no such thing as courage, is there? But 
you will also need enough prudence and 
guile to avoid being too easily exposed 
and incapacitated by official- dom. Like 
sO many, you may have thought the 
Battle for Britain ended in 1945, when 
in fact all that happened was the 
cessation of armed conflict with 
Germany and Japan. The present war 
for national survival has to contend 
with a less overtly hostile, but no less 
deadly, enemy. He (and just as often 
she) is wearing the uniform of official 


respectability, is well entrenched in the 
Establishment, in academia, the mass 
media, and in all manner of bureau- 
cracies and offices of the obedient 
servants of governmental perfidy and 
promoters of national decadence. 


KNOWING THE ENEMY 

You must get to know this enemy 
very well, since good intelligence is the 
first rule for winning any war. You must 
then exploit every opportunity to inflict 
maximum damage to his cause and 
protect the best interests of your kith 
and kin. While you’re about it, don’t 
expect much in the way of official 
preferment, short-term benefits, job 
security or media approval — in fact you 
could even end up in jail for thought- 
crimes. And if you're ever tempted to 
envy the darlings of the present estab- 
lishment and wonder if you’re missing 
out on life’s prizes, try to remember 
that there is no honour without loyalty 
to the best that we know. And that 
means always discriminating in favour 
of your own race and nation — than 
which none better have yet emerged on 
this planet. Fail in this, and you are un- 
worthy of anyone’s trust or respect, 
whatever your official status, worldly 


successes or social graces. Exped- 
iency is the first refuge of every 
scoundrel. 

Therefore let every important choice 
be seen to honour your illustrious 
ancestors, to cherish your national 
heritage and to deserve the respect of 
your descendants; otherwise you 
belong with that odious motley who 
might just as well “peep about to find 
themselves dishonourable graves.” 
Loyalty, like charity and altruism, 
begins at home and merges seamlessly 
and naturally into genuine patriotism. 

The corollary of loyalty is discrim- 
ination; and if this is judged to be 
wrong then it is also wrong for the 
healthy to resist disease. So do not be 
overawed by official titles, badges of 
office, or Establishment pomp and 
ceremony, like some peasant in the 
cathedral of orthodoxy. Keep remind- 
ing yourself that all institutions are 
supposed to be supportive of the 
national heritage, and when they cease 
to fulfil that function they should no 
longer command the respect of honour- 
able men and women, and should lose 
all legitimacy, whatever their demo- 
cratic pretensions. 


Blacks to get preference 


WHAT we have long suspected has now 
been acknowledged officially: black 
victims of crime are to be given priority 
treatment by police — in rural as well as 
urban areas. 

Candidates sitting for an exam for pros- 


MACPHERSON 
His theories about ‘institutional racism’ 
have plagued police handling of crime 


pective sergeants in Devon & Cornwall 
Constabulary have been advised to ‘‘dis- 
tinguish between white victims and those 
from the ethnic minorities.”’ 

If two people suffered identical crimes, 
the black victim should take precedence 
because he is seen as being ‘vulnerable’ 
and more in need of police assistance. 

Police have been extremely shy about 
letting this policy be revealed publicly but 
two officers taking part in the exam in the 
South West were so horrified at what they 
heard that they disclosed the details to the 
press. Eventually the story was printed in 
the Daily Mail on the 26th August. Acc- 
ording to the Mail: ‘‘It has provoked a 
stormy debate in the region, which has a 
very small ethnic minority.’’ 

The Mail went on to say that:- 


‘Critics believe police chiefs have over- 
reacted to the recommendations of the 
report by Sir William Macpherson into 
the Lawrence case. They say there is no 
need for such procedures in rural 
England. 

‘In reply, the force said in a statement 
that it is ‘committed to providing a high 
service to all, but recognise the vulner- 
ability of some groups. Ethnic minorities 
in Devon and Cornwall may be isolated 
with little support’. It is ‘force policy to 
police according to need, and training 
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develops an awareness of enhanced 
vulnerability.’ ”’ 


This is of course a classic piece of pol- 
itically correct gobbledegook. If we are 
talking about ‘need’, we might just as well 
say that the needs of white people are 
greater because far more inter-racial 
attacks are made by Blacks on Whites than 
vice versa. The ‘vulnerability’ of the latter 
is apparently not to be taken into account. 
What is also interesting is the argument of 
those the Mail describes as ‘critics’ of the 
policy. This is that there is ‘no need’ for it 
in rural England. Does this mean that they 
accept that there zs need for it elsewhere? 

London’s Met apparently thinks so 
because recently it was revealed by MP 
Kate Hoey that far more police resources 
are devoted to crimes where the victims 
are non-white than where they are white. 

So Whites now are second-class citizens! 


JAMES THURGOOD 


Listen to nationalist radio! 


Send large SAE for broadcast details to:- 
LIFE RUNE BOOKS, BCM Box 6089, 
London WC1N 3XX 

Internet: www.natvan.com & 
www.natall.com 
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Enlightenment from the leit 


IAN BUCKLEY discovers some perceptive observations of the political scene from an unexpected source 


A POINT I have stressed in previous essays is 
how the distortions, delusions and downright 
lies of the media form a great obstacle to the regeneration of our 
people and country. This is true for the most modern sections of the 
media, too. A 20th Century history CD- ROM by Dorling 
Kindersley, commonly administered to the victims of the education 
system, devotes a full screen to the non-existent ‘Gulf of Tonkin’ 
incident in Vietnam, and only ten words of tiny size to the infamous 
1967 Israeli attack on the US.S. Liberty. 

Reading through John Pilger’s Distant Voices, a collection of 
articles on a wide range of subjects, I was struck by how often his 
opinions mirrored mine. His denunciation of the controlled media 
could hardly be bettered: “Television news, from which most 
people learn about the world, is a moving belt of headlines, carica- 
tures and buzzwords, with pretensions it is otherwise.” 

Pilger is at his best excoriating the misdeeds perpetrated on this 
country by odious politicians and their moneyed masters, ‘as the 
structures of civilisation, long taken for granted, have been and are 
being torn down’:- 


‘A new poverty has arisen in the 
space of less than twenty years, as 
British manufacturing has 
abandoned more than two-thirds of 
its workforce. Men with absolute 
skills have been marooned. 
Women and the unskilled are 
employed in ‘service industries’ for 
wages that have no minimum. 
Working conditions, including 
safety provisions, have 
deteriorated, unions are routed and 
almost every net is taken away. For 
the working-class young, there is no 
longer the prospect of an 
apprenticeship and the pride that 
went with it; at best they must 
accept training schemes that are 
fraudulent. In the meantime, the 
social landscape has changed.” 


However, one has to be careful and circumspect when opposing 


these infamies because:- 


“Many people may be unaware that, behind the supermarket facade, 
certain state controls are now reminiscent of those in the old Soviet 
Union. As you drive south across Vauxhall Bridge in London you 
pass the most striking new building in the capital; it houses the 
domestic secret intelligence service, M15, now expanding its role as 
a police and domestic surveillance force, its anonymity and unacc- 
ountability guaranteed by parliament. How ironic that is, now that 
the KGB is no more.” 


Two million suspected subversives! 

Reputedly almost two million people have had their names noted 
down by Stephen Landry’s security service. Even something as 
inconsequential as writing a letter to a local paper denouncing 
government policies can get you onto this very long list. Incid- 
entally, one of the bizarre features of BBC Television News is the 
way it insists that an annex to the Ministry of Defence is in fact the 
M15 building — a minor and pointless example of media misin- 
formation. 

The coverage of foreign affairs in Distant Voices is also not 
without interest. Referring to the US invasion of Panama and the 
propaganda build-up of Panamanian leader General Noriega as a 
demonised villain just like Saddam and Bin Laden, Pilger says that: 
“Noreiga, of course, had precious little to do with it. George Bush 
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Distant Voices by John Pilger 


The parties in Parliament, says Pilger, constitute just a fraud and 
a racket, all being dominated by the same vested interests. 


ran the CIA when Noriega was their man; and 
drugs have long been a CIA currency.” 

We have a very sirong hint here of the real reason why the so- 
called ‘war on drugs’ is bound to end in failure. Pilger’s thesis 
received confirmation when Colonel James Hiett, head of the US 
anti-drug programme in Colombia, no less, was convicted of 
smuggling cocaine in diplomatic baggage. During the ’80s and ’90s 
the traffic in drugs had increased dramatically, mirroring the decline 
in employment. The devastating impact of drugs will remain a 
negative factor in the lives of all Western countries as long as the 
would-be lords and masters of the New World Order remain in 
place. 


Dummy Major 
A few years ago John Major had a successful career as the 
best-known nonentity in Britain, a tailor’s dummy of a PM, before 
returning to the obscurity from whence he had emerged. No doubt 
he had more personal decency and integrity than either his pre- 
decessor or his successor, but Pilger’s verdict is quite rightly 
devastating:- 


“True, Major’s career has been 
mostly as an apparatchik, 
although the keenness with 
which he engaged in the 
recolonisation of the Middle 
East and the slaughter of tens of 
thousands of Iraqi conscripts 
and civilians suggested he was 
made of stronger stuff. His 
journey to China for the purpose 
of offering alliance to those who 
ordered the massacre in 
Tiananmen Square and the 
crushing of the demo- cracy 
_| movement, guarantees his 

_ prominent place above the maus- 
oleum of the new world order.” 


ig 


- 


Pilger understands full well 
how liberal democracy as known 
and practised in the Western World is a transparent fraud and 
racket. The parties which label themselves ‘Labour’, 
‘Conservative’, ‘Democrat’ or ‘Republican’ are no more than 
threadbare fronts for the same concealed vested interests:- 


“_.... Los Angeles and London become extensions of the Third 
World. Britain now has a quarter of Europe’s poor; one British child 
in four now lives in poverty. The political prescriptions agreed by 
élites in the developed countries offer no solutions. In Britain there is 
said to be ‘convergence’ between the policies of the main political 
parties, policies that declare people expendable and the notion of 
common obligation heresy, eroding the premises upon which a 
modest civilisation rested. The national political ‘debate’ is directed 
almost exclusively by a small group of ‘experts’ and observers who 
enjoy the institutional games of democracy, know the personalities 
and protect them.” 


Such a system deserves to dissolve into its own corruption, as is 
increasingly happening today. Of course, Pilger disagrees with our 
contention that multi-culturalism forms a major part of the drive 
towards a New World Order. He fails to note that those he most 
despises, like Murdoch and other global capitalists, are fully behind 
the moves toward the ‘Asianisation’ of Australia and the conse- 
quent contraction of the old Australia. But how many dissenters 
like Pilger will be left if Anglo-Celtic Australia dwindles towards 
extinction, and the country slowly merges into the great one world 
sweatshop? 


However, Mr. Pilger does lay into the new Australian Labour 
Party in a most satisfying manner, in terms which would not be out 
of place in this very magazine. Of course, Australian ‘Labour’ is 
now totally beholden to big money, a noxious Thatcherite grouping 
of the type with which we are so nauseatingly familiar in this 
country:- 


“Paul Keating’s political hero is Jack Lang, the “Big Fella’, who was 
premier of New South Wales during the Great Depression. In 1930, 
the British banks, to which Australia was deeply in debt, sent an 
imperial bailiff, Sir Otto Niemeyer, to all but foreclose on the state’s 
economy. Sir Otto demanded interest payments of £110 million a 
year. With a third of the workforce unemployed, he said Australians 
were ‘living luxuriously’ and that wages and the dole would have to 
be cut. Lang promised: “No cuts in wages, no cuts in public services’ 
and, if necessary, the debt would be repudiated ... it is ironic that 
Keating looks back to Lang; for no Treasurer surrendered as much of 
Australia’s economic independence and security as Keating. 
Throughout the 1980s, Keating and his ‘economic rationalists’ paid 
court to the New York financial world, which could withhold credit 
ratings and turn its collective thumbs down on the Australian 
economy as effectively as Sir Otto Niemeyer had done half a century 
before.” 


Attack on Iraq Holocaust 

Pilger deserves praise for his work in publicising the silent and 
ignored Iraqi Holocaust, caused by the shameful sanctions imposed 
against a country which is no threat to Britain and which by rights 
should be a friendly nation. If our foreign policy had not been 
perverted by ‘special interests’ then Britain could have kept its 
traditional friendship with the Arab world. 

Watching Pilger’s angry exchanges on television with a 
smirking James ‘Baby Killer’ Rubin, I found it difficult to believe 
that occasional heretical thoughts haven’t flitted through his mind 
over the merciless sanctions that Rubin supervises. Pilger does 
briefly comment in Distant Voices that Zionism is one of the last 
great taboo subjects. After describing the slaughter of Palestinian 
children by the Israeli Army he comments that: “Apart from rubber 
and plastic bullets ‘like marble’, the Israelis also have a stone- 
throwing machine that hurls 600 stones a minute. ‘It’s our own 
intifada on wheels,’ said an officer.” 

If any poor Virginian ‘white trash’ farmer happens to be reading 
this and wonders who pays for all this nifty modem military 
technology, the answer is - you do, sucker! The U.S. taxpayer has 
provided over L77 billion towards the occupation of former Arab 
territories since 1967. No mainstream U.S. politician dares to 
comment on this state of affairs. Nor are the realities of power 
much different in the rival former superpower. 

Pilger wrote the following remarkable and prophetic statement, 
included in Distant Voices, when he visited Russia, about the time 
of the break-up of the U.S.S.R., just before Yeltsin became the 
front-man for a dozen or so oligarchs:- 


LATEST VIDEO 


“Money power, never before known in the Soviet Union, is the other 
side of perestroika. Western propaganda, that money power equals 
democracy, has become Soviet propaganda, The new economic order 
has made the rouble the currency of the poor and people will do 
almost anything for hard currency .... As we set out for Moscow 


airport the impression I have is of a society taking remarkable risks, 
and vulnerable. 

“Of course, the vulnerability here derives from within, and from 
those who cannot wait to get their hands on this resource-rich giant. 
There was always a synthesis between both sides in the Cold War. 


Pilger is seen here alongside graves of Iraqis killed by British 

and American bombing. Though a left-winger and no friend of 

nationalists, he is one of the few mainstream journalists who 

have had the courage to speak out against this policy of wanton 
murder of innocents. 


Nixon and many of America’s leading capitalists recognised this. 

Both sides knew that ‘communism’ was a myth in the Soviet empire 

and that state capitalism was a not so distant relative of monopoly 

capitalism.” 

It is remarkable how often this maverick leftist journalist both 
produces accurate predictions of the way the world is heading and 
also echoes our own views. In this he has something in common 
with David Icke, but Pilger doesn’t go in for Icke’s conspiratorial 
theorising. Though naturally nationalist readers will be irritated by 
some passages, on the whole this is an excellent source book for 
suppressed facts and arguments, particularly about the media and 
the Anglo-American war against Iraq. Pilger’s observations just go 
to illustrate that, even on the left, there are shafts of enlightenment 
penetrating through the globalist fog. 


Rally ‘98 is the video recording of the British National Party’s Annual Rally, taking place on the 
29th November 1998. After a decision by the BNP not to put this film on the market, its pro- 


duction and distribution were taken over by Spearhead. 


The rally was possibly the best in the party’s history. It was held at a smart venue.in the West 
Midlands after successful attempts had been made by political opponents, including the Board of 
Deputies of British Jews, to get previous bookings of venues cancelled. 

After many interesting reports by regional and departmental representatives, the film features 
speeches by Nick Griffin (then Publicity Director), Richard Edmonds (then National Organiser) and 


John Tyndall (then party leader). An especially touching feature is the hugely successful collection 
appeal by Dave Bruce, which raised a staggering £12,000 for the then all-important Euro Election 
Fund. Less than a month afterwards, Dave was no longer with us, having been tragically taken 


away by an unexpected heart attack. 


See and hear the speakers at this stirring event as if you were there! 
Rally ‘98 is available at £15.87 post-free, with a 30 per cent discount for all orders of three or over. 
Make cheques out to Spearhead Recordings and send to PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


Video recording of the 
British National Party Annual Rally 
November 29th 1998 


NICK GRIFFIN 
DAVID BRUCE 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
JOHN TYNDALL 
& OTHERS 


Spearhead Recordings, 90 Box 117. Welling, Kent DAIG 308 


Page 17 


OUR kosher ‘anti-nazis’ wanted to use the 
Chechens in Russia for the same purposes as, 
in the USSR, they used nations involved in 
mass collaboration with the Axis powers in 
World War II (Crimean Tartars, Baltic 
Nations, West Ukrainians, etc.) In the name of 
‘liberation’, those nations helped the Nazis in 
the occupied territories, and yet the ‘liberal’ 
media proclaimed them to be victims of comm- 
unism, champions of democracy and friends of 
the ‘free world’. Every attempt by the Gov- 
ernment to stop this insolent propaganda was 
opposed by the liberal media. 

The so-called ‘intelligentsia’ threatened to 
appeal to the world community, ‘human rights’ 
and ‘international law’ (whatever that may be). A 
unknown Colonel of the Soviet Army, one 
Dudaev, was hastily promoted to General and 
sent from Tartu (Estonia) to Chechnya to make 
the revolution there. In 1991 he took power in 
Chechnya with little formality — he and his 
supporters, armed with metal bars, occupied the 
building of the Grozny Council and stabbed to 
death the Council head, Kutsenko. The Russian 
Government made an attempt in the Autumn of 
the same year to stop the genocide in Chechnya 
but this was fiercely opposed by the liberal 
media, which called it ‘‘the legacy of Stalin.’’. 
Later Dudaev came, with official agreement, into 
possession of weapons belonging to Soviet Army 
units that had been stationed in Chechnya, 
including artillery and tanks. Chechens, robbed, 
slaughtered, enslaved and raped the local non- 
Chechen population, most of which were 
Russian. The then Russian president left these 
people to the Chechens’ mercies with hardly a 
blink of the eye. However, the main reason for 
this soft reaction was the importance of 
Chechnya to the new Russian economic policy. 


‘CHEQUE’ SCAM 

The first macro-economic operation in which 
the new Russian democrats and Chechens co- 
operated was called the avizo (certified cheques) 
affair. Professional liberal economists in 1992 
pretended that they could not understand how 
money from the banks of rebellious Chechnya 
had been transferred by the faked avizo to the 
rest of the country, converted into cash and later 
disappeared without trace. In the end, the scale 
of this operation was equivalent to a third of the 
whole Russian budget. The operation was only 
stopped in 1994. ; 

It should be a matter of interest that Jewish 
banks opérated smoothly on Chechen territory 
until the beginning of the first Chechen War in 
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UNDERSTANDING 
THE CHECHEN WAR 


Part 2 of a two-part article hy ‘PIONEEER’ 


‘PIONEER’ is 


the pen-name of a Russian patriot writing from 


Moscow. He gives a perspective on the war in Chechnya almost 
never seen nor heard in the British media. The commentaries of 
‘Pioneer’ and others like him can be obtained by visiting the 
Russian nationalist website at Karamazov@Orthodox.com 


1994 despite unparalleled criminal activity in the 
region. Chechens received their commissions. 
However, after the riots in October 1993, when 
reformers seized power in Russia, the economic 
role of Chechnya declined. 

In this article I shall not discuss the reason for 
the first Chechen War, but will turn to different 
problems. In 1993, as well as in 1917, power in 
Russia was seized by anti-Russian forces, which 
then used the Chechens against Russia — with 
the full support of the liberal ‘intelligentsia’. 
Even after the start of the first Chechen War, 
liberals could not resist mocking the Russian 
Army, which they themselves, in support of their 
puppet Yeltsin, had sent to the war. 


take the land by force but were defeated by the 
local militia, who were later helped by the inter- 
vention of the Russian Army. The Ingushes were 
forced to evacuate the land completely. Long 
afterwards, the Ministry of Truth published a 
declaration by ‘human rights’ activists regretting 
that the Ingushes had not been adequately armed 
for them to be able to slaughter the Ossetians 
during their occupation of the latter’s land. 
Moreover, this declaration spoke of the 
‘brutality’ of the Russian Army in its work of 
helping the Ossetians liberate their territory from 
the Ingushes. 

However, the Ingushes learned their lesson. 
They started negotiations between Russia and 


It looks bad in the news media but the Chechen War is a tough one against a quite 
ruthless enemy. Here Russian troops are seen hustling Chechen prisoners onto a motor 
vehicle prior to interrogation. 


However, most of the local population in the 
Caucasus region supported Russia in this con- 
flict, especially the Ossetians. In 1992 the 
Ingushes had unsuccessfully attempted to 
slaughter the Ossetians in the Prigorod region 
near Vladikavkaz. The Ingushes_insolently 
claimed this territory as their own. They tried to 


their wild Chechen brothers. The Ingush Repub- 
lic was granted independence within Russia, and 
it enjoyed generous tax concessions. Also the 
Ingushes received substantial aid from abroad. 

Ingushes were involved in the slave trade and 
semi-legally supplied weapons to the Chechens. 
As a result, a republic, with an unemployable 


population smaller in size than any region of 
Moscow, was able to build a new capital con- 
taining lavish marble palaces. 

The Chechens proclaimed themselves to be 
subject to ‘international law’ under the name of 
the ‘Republic of Ichkeria’, while at the same 
time proclaiming independence from Russia. 
Despite bountiful international help (Chechnya 
was filled with foreign businessmen, doctors 
‘without borders’, historians, linguists and CIA 
agents), Chechnya was not to secede from Russia 
but only from the Russian Criminal Code. In this 
regard their wishes received the full support of 
the new democratic Russian Government. After 
General Lebed had signed the Hasav Yurt capit- 
ulation and Russian troops were withdrawn from 
Chechnya, it was officially recognised in 
Moscow that the Chechens could be kept happy 
only with economic aid — which became a 
regular tribute. 

The openly criminal new Chechen Government 
was Officially recognised by Russia, and enjoyed 
substantial subsidies, including free gas and 
electricity for the Chechen Army. This was 
reluctantly stopped only in October 1999, when 
the Russian Army occupied most of Chechnya. 
Chechen government officials were allowed to 
fly in their own aircraft abroad without any duty 
control. ‘Law-enforcement’ bodies of the indep- 
endent Chechnya were supplied with blank 
Russian passports. Generally, Chechnya enjoyed 
full Russian support in its foreign dealings. 
Battles in Dagestan revealed the level of support 
of Chechnya by the Russian Government, and 
Chechens were armed with the most up-to-date 
weapons taken straight from Russian Army 
arsenals. 


CHECHEN ‘ETHNIC CLEANSING’ 


Soon the non-Chechen population in Chechnya 
disappeared (being slaughtered or having fled). 
Chechen criminal mobs, with full support from 
the Russian Government, widened their activities 
in the other territories of Russia. Now hostages 
were taken not only in lands close to Chechnya’s 
borders but practically all over Russia. If 
Chechen bandits fell into the hands of Russian 
_ law-enforcement agencies they were quickly 
exchanged for Russian hostages held in 
Chechnya. Sometimes, if an especially brutal 
Chechen bandit was arrested in Russia, the 
Chechens would take a high-ranking Russian 
official hostage. He was then exchanged for the 
criminal in question. By the way, when 
Chechnya became independent from Russia more 
than half the Chechen population fled to Russia. 

Chechnya itself became a safe haven for the 
drug trade (both production and trafficking) and 
the printing of counterfeit money. Chechen terri- 
tory was used by criminals (not only Chechen) as 
a refuge from justice. Recently, well-to-do 
Chechens have been constructing their new 
-houses with special in-built rooms for slaves and 
hostages. To keep boys for certain needs was 


A Russian casualty is seen nere being carried away by his comrades. ine Kussian 
casualty rate in Chechnya is exceptionally high. 


very fashionable [Ref. 3]. Every attempt to org- 
anise resistance to Chechens was treated by the 
Ministry of Truth, ‘human rights’ activists and 
the ‘intelligentsia’ as manifestations of Russian 
‘nazism’ and a legacy from imperialism. 

Many interesting matters can be traced in the 
relationship between the Chechens and Russian 
democrats. For example, Boris Berezovsky, the 
author of the famous phrase “‘Russia will pay 
any price to Chechnya,’’ tried to legalise 
Chechen terrorist mobs and second them to the 
Russian Army as independent units. The aim of 
this was to recruit a special guard, loyal only to 
the gang in the Kremlin — because support of 
Jewish oligarchs by the Russian Army proper 
was always in doubt. This project proved to be 
impossible because of special features of the 
Chechen national character. 

This democratic idyll came to an end in 
August 1999, when Chechnya invaded Dagestan 
and the second Chechen War began. 


RUSSIA, ISLAM AND THE WEST 


Shamil’s Imamat was in fact the supra-national 
Moslem Empire. Shamil brutally suppressed any 
national movement in the empire and put many 
more local leaders to death than had been lost in 
all the wars with Russia. This empire was 
cemented, not by religious fanaticism (which was 
always foreign to the Caucasus) but by the hope 
to terrorise and rob neighbours. Adat (local law) 
always had priority in the Caucasus over Chariat 
(Moslem law). 

The Ministry of Truth portrayed the Caucasus 
conflict as a war with the whole Moslem World. 
And at the first glance peaple with green badges 
shouting Allah Akhbar! were very prominent. 
Hence the only way for Russia, according to the 
Ministry, was to turn for help to Big Brother in 
the West. The West tries to promote in Russia 


the idea of joint action against Moslem nomad’ 


hordes in the name of the unity of the ‘free 
world’. However, there is also the opposite — 


even more idiotic — point of view... 

Analysis shows that support of an independent 
Chechnya comes from the West [Ref. 4] or from 
the Islamic countries (Turkey, Saudi Arabia, 
etc.), who wouldn’t break wind without Amer- 
ican permission, let alone start a war with 
Russia. The same is true of the support from 
Georgia and Azerbaijan of the Chechen rebellion. 
Or take, for instance, the ‘foreign legion’ of the 
Chechen Army under the American-educated Jor- 
danian citizen Khattab. Khattab went to fight 
against the Russians in Afghanistan, and then 
later to Chechnya to continue his anti-Russian 
crusade. 

There are no Chechen ‘fundamentalists’ 
without links to the West. Recently, the press in 
France tried to claim that Jran started the holy 
war against Russia. However, the Iranians deny 
it. True, semi-mythical Osama Bin Laden 
claimed to be involved on the Chechen side. In 
fact Bin Laden, according to the American 
‘Ministry of Truth’, started a ‘holy war’ against 
the whole world and — here we go — now fights 
against. Russia! According to media legend, the 
energetic Saudi millionaire went to Afghanistan 
to help the Talibs in their fight against commun- 
ists. In fact, he acted as a CIA representative 
responsible for supplies and co-ordination for the 
Afghan Talibs. | 


BIN LADEN A SCAPEGOAT? 


_ Then there were the acts of terror against 
American embassies in various small countries. 
The search for the culprit was not long — the 
former friend, now ‘Moslem fanatic’, was pro- 
claimed responsible. In order to demonstrate this, ' 
the Americans fired off a couple of missiles. 
Now Moslem terrorists throughout the world 
obtained a wealthy and powerful leader in Osama 
Bin Laden. Who could ask for more? The 
question is: where does he keep his millions? 
Maybe in cash in Afghan currency? The sums 

Contd. overleaf 
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UNDERSTANDING THE 


CHECHEN WAR 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


involved would not escape the attention of Uncle 
Sam. Luckily for world terrorism, the US did 
not bother to search for the assets of the blood- 
thirsty terrorist fanatic! 

To understand better the Western approach to 
Russia in connection with the Caucasus rebellion, 
we have to refer to the war in Tajikistan, which 
lasted for years. In terms of longevity, numbers 
of victims and the fierceness of the fighting, this 
war clearly exceeded the first Chechen War 
[Ref.5]. Yet though Russian troops were dep- 
loyed on the former foreign territory, the West 
never had any complaint about ‘Russian imper- 
ialism’. Why was that? The answer is that a 


victory for the ‘Islamists’ would increase Iranian . 


influence, and Iran is the undoubted enemy of 
the USA. That’s why ‘human rights’ activists 
(with a few exceptions) kept quiet on that 
occasion. 

The West wages war against Russia in its 
south, using such weapons as ‘Islamism’. No 
responsible political leader has any doubt about 
it. The question is: what are the long-term aims 
of the West in this war? How is the West going 
to use ‘Islamism’? And what is this ‘Islamism’? 


NO UNITY AMONG MOSLEMS 


There is no such thing as a united Moslem 
World, nor has there been for a long time. 
Moslem countries are very different; they have 
deep political economic and cultural divisions. 
Even Arab countries, very similar in many ways, 
cannot act together to solve common problems. 
Nowadays, Moslem countries have even less in 
common than Christian countries. There is no 
reason to believe that a coalition of Moslem 
countries would attack Russia on account of its 
war in Chechnya. Those countries have more 
important things to do. The total number of 
Moslems in Russia does not exceed four per 
cent; only a minority among this number is truly 
religious; and out of this number there are very 
few people inclined towards any kind of religious 
fanaticism or so-called Islamic fundamentalism. 
Orthodox Moslems treat our Moslem population 
as just opportunists. Despite the abandoned 
prophecies of the politicians, the Caucasus pop- 
ulation remains deaf to the calls for any ‘holy 
war’ against Russia. 

The idea of ‘Islamism’ had been introduced in 
the British Empire in the 19th century. ‘Islam- 
ism’ itself is in fact quite harmless for the West; 
it cannot consolidate the Moslem World but it is 
very convenient for external manipulation. 

There is a widespread belief that the West 
should act now as it acted during the Cold War, 
when it supported the economies of its allies. 


There is a belief that the West should invest in| 


the Central Asia economies, mainly to finance 
the construction of oil pipelines built away from 
Russian territory — through Pakistan, Afghan- 
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istan and/or the Caucasus or Turkey. However, 
even the seemingly sensible project of Caspian 
oil transportation does not look very realistic 
after close examination [Ref. 6]. Hence political 
and economic illusions enforced by the West are 
aimed at supporting political and economic 
dislocation on the territory of the former USSR. 
That would result in chaos in the western- 
oriented countries. At first glance, that should be 
of no worry to Russia; in the near future her 
neighbours would suffer mass impov-erishment, 
and then the futility of such an anti-Russian 
policy would be evident. As a result, the pro- 
western governments of Aliev, Shevard-nadze, 
Nazarbayev, etc., would be gone. That is true, 
but what would replace them? 

The Russian philosopher Konstantin Krylov 
proposed the idea of the ‘modern barbarity’, i.e. 
a society which exploits ‘civilisation’ [Ref. 7]. 
This phenomenon is not in any way new; it is 
only that since the 19th century its use increased 
due to the progress of technology. Such progress 
allows ‘civilised’ nations to support numerous 
‘barbarians’ on the pretext that this is to oppose 
yet worse ‘barbarians’. Certainly, Chechnya is 
just such a ‘barbarian’ nation with a ‘barbarian’ 
governmental structure. However, in this case 
Krylov’s concept can be complemented by a new 
idea: ‘civilisation’ can use one ‘barbarian’ against 
another. 

The lessons of Afghanistan, Kosovo and 
Chechnya demonstrate that the real goal of the 
West is the creation of zones of mass poverty 
with degraded ‘normal’ governmental structures. 
The West supports ‘barbarian’ governments with 
criminal policies. By creation of zones of 
instability made of ‘barbarian’ governments, the 
West obtains the tool with which to manipulate 
Russia — and not only Russia but also Iran, 
Turkey, Pakistan, China, etc. The crucial part of 
this strategy is to prevent Russia using adequate 
measures to fight terrorism on its territory. 


USE OF ‘HUMAN 
RIGHTS’ IDEOLOGY 


To achieve this goal, the West relies not only 
on sanctions (which are not totally effective, 
otherwise there would be no need for the zones 
of ‘buffer’ states) but, mostly, on ideological 
pressure, heavily relying on prejudices that are a 
legacy from Soviet days. Here the liberal ‘intell- 
igentsia’ play an important part [Ref. 8], with 
their use of the concept of ‘international human- 
iarian law’ [Ref. 9]. To orchestrate all this, the 
West 
activists. 

What can be done about anti-Russian ‘barbar- 
ism’? Each case must be treated separately. So 
what should be done about the Chechens and 
Ingushes? In their hearts, Chechens do not 
consider non-Chechens human beings, even when 
they are their next-door neighbours. The only 
question is when they can translate their feelings 
into action. For instance, in one village near 


has hired numerous ‘human rights’ 


Chechnya in October 1999 a Chechen shot 40 of 
his Russian neighbours (mostly elderly people 
and children) in revenge for Russian ‘aggression’ 
in Chechnya. No details of this were given in the 
media — who cared? The ‘human rights’ brigade 
were too busy making a fuss about a Russian 
missile explosion in Grozny which left 46 
Chechens dead. 

Our experience of 200 years demonstrates that 
hopes for the integration of Chechens and 
Ingushes are utopian. On the other hand, the idea 
of separation wouldn’t work out for the simple 
reason that these peoples could not live separ- 
ately from the civilisation on which they feed. 
The best solution would take a long time, but it 
is possible. It is:- 


1. Individual Chechens and Ingushes who prove 
to be loyal to Russia should obtain Russian 
citizenship. 

2. Those who fought in the war against Russia 
— that is to say took part in military action or 
were engaged in violence against the Russian 
civilian population — should be liquidated. 

3. Others should be placed in concentration 
camps under strict police supervision pending 
their future deportation from Russia. 


A law on crimes against the Russian people is 
highly desirable. A tribunal should be established 
to punish Chechen bandits with no statute of 
limitations with regard to the time of their 
crimes. Under the same law, many of the 
‘human rights’ activists, democrats, reformers, 
‘intelligentsia’ and other bastards should be 
brought to quick and effective court-martial 
justice. 


NICOLO MACHIAVELLI; ‘‘What must be done 
with the population of the rebellious Valde- 
kiana?’’ 


“... That is how Rome dealt with rebellions; they 
thought that loyalty must be bought with goods 
or rebels must be treated in such a way that they 
will never be feared in the future. Any middle 
way was dangerous for Rome. When they act, 
they act one way or the other, making peace with 
those with whom peace was possible; when peace 
was not possible, they treated those people in 
such way that they would never be dangerous 
again.”’ 

“Hence, if history teaches us anything, we must 
follow the example of those people who ruled the 
world and treat Valdekiana accordingly. Romans 
taught us exactly how to rule, and as they ruled 
differentially according to guilt, we must act 
accordingly, judging the guilt of our rebellious... 
“Rome found out that we must either give 
benefits to the rebellious nation or destroy it 
completely; any third way is very dangerous.”’ 
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Death of the Hero 


“‘Djohar Dudaey has been killed. Mean and dishonest 
people killed him. These people are trying to enslave 
the Chechens. They are members of the Soviet zoder- 
kommandos, whose only profession since 1917 has been 
to suppress other people’s freedom as well as that of 
their own people. KGB agents, who still have dirty 
hands, mean hearts and empty heads, killed him. 
“Djohar Dudaev died unconquered, defending his 
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Leonidas, Vercingetorix, Joan of Arc and Mahatma 
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Djohar Dudaev. We grieve for him a human rights 
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our relative. We consider ourselves to be part of the 
Chechen resistance. Together with the Chechens, we 
call for the army withdrawal from Chechnya and for an 
independent and free Chechnya. 
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stop it. Chechens have to support their families. They 
have children!”’ 

Certainly, hundreds of thousands of refugees from 
Chechnya and victims of the Chechens were of no 
interest at all to the human rights activists. 

Sergei Kovalyov, follower of the well-known human 
rights activist Andrei Sakharov, demonstrated a similar 
attitude towards the Chechen rebellion. When Basayev 
took as hostages the staff and mothers-to-be of a 
maternity home in Russia, Kovalyov remarked that 


Basayev was a ‘Robin Hood’, whose does not realise 


the harmful consequences of his actions. We must only 
hope that one day good old Kovalyov (and those like 
him) will be hanged in the central square of the 
Russian city of Grozny. 


EDITOR’S NOTE: This two-part article was 
sent to us from Moscow by e-mail. Though it 
was written in English, the meanings of the 
translations of some of the passages were not 


the Internet! 


The best articles and news items 
published in Spearhead in recent 
months can now be seen on the 
Spearhead website. You can visit 
this site at:- 


www .spearhead-uk.com 


Young 
BNP 


All BNP members 
from the age of 14 - 
24 need to join the 
Young BNP. Senda 
photocopy or 
hardcopy (it will be 
returned) of your 
party membership card and your 
details (name and address etc) to 
PO Box 28, Erith, DA8 2ZN. For those 
reading Spearhead who aren’t 
members of the Young British 
National Party, membership is open 
to those of British or kindred Euro- 
pean descent, above the age of 14, 
and not over 24. Memberhip subs 
are £20 (£10 students). 
All members receive monthly 
Members’ Bulletins. 
Website: www.bnp.org.uk 
Telephone: 07979 417 677 


NYA 


Read Spearhead on | Tyndall portrait for sale 


always absolutely clear. We have done our best 
to convey what we believe the author was trying 
to say. 

Readers of Spearhead may find in the author’s 
descriptions of the sentiments of Russian 
‘human rights’ activists familiar echoes of 
articles and letters frequently appearing in the 
Guardian, Independent and Observer news- 
papers. 


to action, in the WILL to get things done, in the 
determination to achieve... what others only talk about.” 


Some British National Party supporters 
have got together to produce and market a 
framed portrait of the party’s founder 
and present Spearhead publisher and 
editor John Tyndall (shown above). Mr. 
Tyndall himself neither initiated nor has 
taken any part in this project, much 
though he appreciates the gesture. Copies 
of the portrait are signed by him person- 
ally and also by the artist Anthony Payne. 

The price per copy is £40.00 (post-free) 
UK only. Please make cheques or POs out 
to ‘Save Our Sterling’ and send orders to 
PO Box 56, Bexleyheath, Kent DA7 6ZQ. 
In accordance with Mr. Tyndall’s wishes, 
all profits will go to the BNP. 


FRIENDS OF SPEARHEAD 


Friends of Spearhead is a support group that has been formed for the purpose of 
ensuring our magazine's continued survival in new circumstances in which it is going 
to be facing reduced sales and advertising through the British National Party network 
due to the decision of the party leadership to launch a new and separate magazine. 

Members of Friends of Spearhead will be asked to pay a subscription of a minimum 
of £10 a month, in return for which they may, if they wish, receive five copies of 
each monthly issue for redistribution (by whatever means they prefer). This subs- 
cription may be paid by ordinary cheque or by direct debit, in which case details of our 
bank and account number will be supplied on request. 

In addition, Friends of Spearhead will be undertaking certain other promotions, 
details of which will be advertised as they occur. 

We hope very much that our readers and supporters, not only in the UK but around 
the world, will rally to help us in this new project. 

Friends of Spearhead can be contacted at our usual address: PO Box 117, Welling, 


Kent DA16 3DW. 
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CASAS 


The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW . 


Sir: While one sympathises with the two 
British policemen incarcerated in Yugo- 
slavia, some questions need answering. 
What has policing in Kosovo got to do 
with Britain? Why are our policemen 
seconded to that part of the world when 
we have a grave shortage in police man- 
power here? How many police have been 
sent to Kosovo? Are the Kosovans 
incapable of training their own police? 
Why were the two men permitted to go 
on holiday to Montenegro? Was it 
necessary for them to take explosives 
with them? 

Whatever the answers may be, this 
incident, and those responsible for the 
policy of employing British police in 
Kosovo have played right into the hands 
of Slobodan Milosevic. 

RONALD RICKCORD 
Newport Pagnell, Bucks. 


SIR: Recently, much attention has been 
focused on the tax affairs of one ‘Lord’ 
Levy, a multi-millionaire businessman and 
part-time fund-raiser for the Labour Party. 
Levy acts, we are told, as Mr. Blair’s 
special envoy to the Middle East and is, of 
course, neither elected nor an accredited 
civil servant. We do not know how much 
of our money his old pal Tony pays him to 
go on these pleasant jaunts, but it was 
revealed that he had been able to offset 
related expenses of some £50,000 
against his taxable income. Wow! But 
then you must remember that five-star 
hotels and the very best seats on airlines 
do not come cheap. 

Surely it is monstrous that while ‘His 
Lordship’ can get his pocket money tax- 
free an ordinary chap cannot claim as 
much as the cost of the bus fare to his 
workplace. Indeed we are divided into 
two societies, and | have to say that the 
other one stinks! 

GEOFF COMER 
East Grinstead, Sussex 


SIR: Many thanks for starting my sub- 
scription to Spearhead. | liked the report 
of the meeting on page 26 where Mr. 
Tyndall likened Britain to a country under 
enemy occupation, with the governing 
clique as collaborators. Enoch Powell said 
years ago that it was like watching a 
nation busily building up its own funeral 
pyre. Sheer madness! 

JON MASON 

Bury St. Edmunds, Suffolk 


SIR: 29 Afghans seeking asylum in Britain 
after their plane was hijacked will never 
return home. Seven months after the 


Page 22 


Letters 


three-day hijacking drama at Stanstead 
Airport, fewer than half the 170 on board 
the jet have gone home. All Afghans 
entering Britain in recent years have been 
granted leave to remain, and the number 
of Afghans claiming asylum in the country 
has risen from 175 in 1990 to 3,975 last 
year! Small wonder when it is so obvious 
that this squalid episode was never 
anything more than an attempt to exploit 
Britain. And | will wager that most 
‘victims’ of the Stanstead hijack will still 
be in this country enjoying life on benefits 
five years hence. 

MARK KELSEY 

London E.7 


SIR: The pathetic spectacle of the US 
Republican Party at its convention in 
Philadelphia recently grovelling for the 
minority vote begs the question: just who 
are these minorities? 

With demographic forecasts predicting 
that white people will lose their majority 
status in America by the year 2048, is 
there any Congressman with the political 
will and strength to fight for and protect 
the interests of White America? 

DAVE 
Croydon & Merton BNP 


SIR: | was disturbed by the article ‘Why 
has Britain forsaken the work ethic’, by 
Ellen Strachan, in your July issue. She 
drew attention to the cost of hospital- 
isation of the mentally ill in the country 
and said: ‘‘There are three alternatives: if 
they are immigrants they should be 
deported; otherwise they should be 
looked after by relatives, or else humanely 
put to sleep.” 

| was myself hospitalised for five 
months in 1990 and for another three and 
a half months in 1991 with acute clinical 
major depression, so | feel personally 
targeted by these words. | was in my mid- 
sixties at the time and with no relatives to 
look after me. | also met many other 
patients in hospital: schizophrenics, manic 
depressives and others whom | liked and 
recognised as fellow human beings with 
illnesses like any others, for which they 
needed sympathetic, caring attention. 

The closing down of mental hospitals 
may have gone further in Britain than it 
has here, but whether it has or not | feel 
Ellen Strachan should realise that the old 
practice of keeping mental patients for 
years, or for life, in hospital has largely 
fallen away everywhere. Modern 
advances in drug therapy make it possible 
for even acute schizophrenics. to be 
discharged after two or three months in 
hospital and then to be maintained in the 
community as long as they visit hospital 
as out-patients once a month for an 
injection or other medication. 

Some such people are able to work, at 
least part-time, in fairly simple jobs. They 
do need support and encouragement, 
however, and for this purpose institutions 
like Fountain House, of which | am a 
member here in Cape Town, which 
started through discharged patients’ own 
initiative fifty years ago in New York, are 


a vital help. There are now over 250 such 
institutions worldwide now. They assist 
people to get jobs, encourage them not to 
feel failures if they lose them, and 
motivate them to try, try again. 

| feel this should be the spirit in which 
the British National Party should approach 
the ongoing problem of the mentally ill in 
Britain. The mentally ill are ill, but they are 
still our people and need our affirmation 
that they are. To say they should be ‘put 
to sleep’ is simply an attempt to sweep 
the problem under the carpet. 
PRIOR WINTLE 
Cape Town, South Africa 


Sir: There simply is no fact nor opinion 
that the BBC cannot turn on its head. 

On the evening of August 15th a Radio 
Four presenter discussed how ‘extremists’ 
should be interviewed, quoting Mrs. (now 
Lady) Thatcher’s comment that ‘‘extrem- 
ists should not be granted the oxygen of 
publicity.” 

Since Mrs. Thatcher’s personal inter- 
vention transferred power in Rhodesia to 
the red thug Mugabe, it is difficult to 
think of a grosser example of the estab- 
lishment giving its support to extremists 
— as can now be seen in the recent 
happenings in that unhappy country. 

One ‘extremist’ who came in for 
condemnation on the programme was 
Jean-Marie Le Pen, whose comment: “‘I 
have nothing against the English; | just 
prefer the French’’ seems to me a model 
of moderation! 

M.F. INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 


SIR: Just a couple of spelling corrections 
to the list of nationalist websites that you 
printed on the letters page last month. 

The site for The Nationalist Times 
should read www.anu.org 

The site for The Scorpion magazine 
should read www.stormloader.com/ 
thescorpion 

I've enclosed two more sites of inter- 
est which you may wish to put in your 
next issue:- 

www.stormfront.org (White Pride). 
www.amren.com (American Renaissance 
— avery good website with a lot of facts 
about black-on-white race crime. 
NAME AND ADDRESS SUPPLIED 


SIR: We're well used to TV commercials 
being deliberately presented so as to 
promote race-mixing. Now it seems that 
another phenomenon has appeared. 

More and more TV adverts I’ve seen 
recently are just an insult to the viewers’ 
intelligence. They seem designed to 
appeal to a mental age of nine or ten. And 
the worst thing about it is that they’re not 
even good adverts. In most cases | 
couldn't tell you at the end of the advert 
what product was being advertised! 

So just what are the big advertisers 
trying to do? Are they really trying to sell 
their products are is their purpose 
something altogether more sinister? 

J.R. MILLER (Mrs.) 
Aberdeen 
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UBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items 
listed below should be ordered from PO Box 
287, Waltham Cross, Herts. EN8 8ZU 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 


Britain Reborn 

British National Party Manifesto for the 1997 
General Election. In 64 large pages, it examines 
all the problems facing Britain today, and sets out 
the BNP policies which will meet the challenges 
ahead. £3.66 post-free. 


Freedom for Britain and the British 

The British National Party’s Manifesto for the 
1999 Euro Election. 24 pages long, it covers all 
the key areas in which EU membership is under- 
mining Britain’s traditional freedoms. £2. 76 post- 
free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Booklet outlining the British National Party case 
against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced by BNP Devon Branch in 
collaboration with party headquarters. 60p post- 
free.. 


The Enemy Within 

Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of 
mass brainwashing. The booklet comprises the 
text of an official complaint by the party to the 
Broadcasting Complaints Commission. 44p post- 
free. 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The Handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. £2.00 post-free. 
Spreading the Word 

A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists’ Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
Party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears — valuable for this 
alone. £2.00 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 


The Full Monty: Exposes Tony Blair’s unbel- 
ievable recommendation that skilled men thrown 
out of work by New Labour’s Tory globalist 
economic policies should retrain as strippers! 
Even more arrogant than Norman Tebbitt’s 
infamous ‘On your bike’ comment, this dis- 
gusting suggestion has given the BNP a leaflet 
which can be used to devastating effect in 
Labour's old industrial heartlands. 


Do you think? Hard-hitting leaflet dealing with 
the flood of bogus refugees and Kosovar Muslim 
asylum-seekers now bringing social services in 
many parts of the country to the point of 
collapse. ' 
Conservative? Not any more! Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters and activists, and partic- 
ularly useful in the constituencies of Tory MPs 
who attack the BNP. Exposes the liberalism and 
perversion which riddles the Conservatives. 
Stop the building! Calls for a halt to the planned 
destruction of the green belt by up to five million 
new houses. Exposes immigration as the main 
motor of the threat to our countryside. 


The leaflets above are all two-coloured, 
double-sided and cost £8 per 1,000, with 
postage charges of £5.95 for 1,000 and £6.45 
for 2,000. 


NIL pats asin 


diy Cai ia 


SUFFER 
LITTLE 
CHILDREN 


To live FF. 
under Blair) 


*HANG CHILD MURDE 


A POR 3 : eee 


For an information pack call :- 0700 900 267% 


Official newspaper of the British Nat- 
ional Party. Monthly12-page tabloid. 
Price 45p. Sample copy 64p. One-year 
subscription (British Isles) £8.65. Write 
to Voice of Freedom, PO Box 1032, 
llford, Essex IG1 1DY. 


Other publicity items in stock are the head- 
line-grabbing A4 anti-paedophile leaflet Stop 
Labour’s attack on the welfare state, Defend 
British Fishermen, and British Countrymen, the 
BNP newsletter produced especially for country 
people. Call 07774 454893 for details. 


Regular leafleting is the key to increased recruit- 
ment. These are first class propaganda weapons. 
Use them to build the British Resistance! 


BNP VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally November ’97: Video of the second BNP 
rally of the year. Excellent regional reports, plus 
stirring speeches from Richard Edmonds, Nick 


Griffin and John Tyndall. 

Rally January “97: Video of the postponed 1996 
BNP Annual Rally, held in London on January 
25th 1997. Speeches by Dr. Donald Stevens, 
Nick Griffin, Richard Edmonds, John Tyndall and 
overseas guest José Ramos. 

Rally “95: Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
in London on November 11th 1995. Hear and see 
speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. 
William Pierce and John Tyndall. 

Videos of Rallies ‘95-°97 cost £15.87 each post- 
free. 

Rally ‘94: Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
near London on November 5th 1994. Speeches 
by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther 
Deckert, Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and 
John Tyndall. £72.87 post-free. 


BNP AUDIO TAPES 


BEST-SELLING TAPE! Two recorded talks by 
John Tyndall: The BNP: a movement for the new 
century. An exposition of the main BNP policies; 
Time for action! A summons to the lazy and the 
apathetic to stir themselves and get involved! 
£6.00 plus 41p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White 
Race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial 6-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


FREE SPEECH 

Written transcripts of the regular radio broadcats 
made by Dr. William L. Pierce of the American 
National Alliance. Of interest to white people all 
over the world. Appears monthly. Send US$5.00 
for sample copy. Subscription rates to the UK 
supplied on request. Please send US currency 
only. Write to PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 
24946, U.S.A. 


British National Party lapel badges: These are 
temporarily out of stock. The party is re-ordering, 
pand they should be available very soon. Watch 
this page for further information. 


PO Box 25352, 
London, NW5 


2FE. 


Telephone: 


identity 


07979 417 677 


Identity is the newly launched official magazine of the 
British National Party. With 28 glossy pages and full- 
colour cover and on some inside pages as well, plus 
articles on a wide range of topics, Identity is a 
showcase for modern nationalism and a ‘must’ for 
dedicated activists and curious sympathisers alike. 


Issue number three includes: London and local election results, Party Chairman Nick Griffin 
examines further the problems facing a united Britain, BNP Treasurer and Press Officer 
Michael Newland describes “Standing for Mayor”, and contributions from lan Buckley, Paul 


Golding, John Bean, and much, much more. 


The cover price of Identity is £1.95, but all readers of Spearhead can obtain their sample 
copies for a specially reduced post-inclusive price of just £2.00. Please make cheques or 
Postal Orders payable to ‘Identity’, and send to PO Box 25352, London, NW5 2FE. 
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FREEDOM BOOKS (PHONE 0700 900 2671) 


P.O. BOX 1032, ILFORD, ESSEX IG1 1DY 


AGRICOLA AND GERMANIA (Tacitus). £6.99. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic 
and German ancestors in about 100 AD. Two 
books in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and rviews on various 
aspects of the collapse of modern civilisation. 
1981, 375pp. 


.. AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £13.50. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political é/ite. 1995, 474pp. 


ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (Ed. Campbell) £15.00. A 
handsome, well-illustrated book covering the 
history of England and the culture of its people 
from the 4th to 11th centuries. With leftist 
teachers and curriculum advisers doing all they 
can to undermine knowledge of, and pride in, our 
ancestors among the younger generation, it is 
important that nationalists get books like this into 
the hands of their growing children. 1982 (rep. 
1991), 272pp. 


APOCALYPSE 1945: THE DESTRUCTION OF 
DRESDEN (David Irving) £15.00. An updated 
version of the 1963 account of this real ‘war 
crime’ — the allied terror bombing of an 
undefended city, packed with refugees fleeing 
from rape and murder at the hands of the brutal 
Red Army. 1995, xiv, 315pp. 


ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £9.99. 
Convincing picture of life between the 4th and 
7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was abandoned 
by the Roman Legions to the Picts, Scots and 
Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 


BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 
250pp. 


BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE 
(Dorothy Whitelock) £6.99. Describes Anglo- 
Saxon culture and organisation and relations with 
the Celts between the leaving of the Romans and 
the coming of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 
1991), 256pp. 


BELL CURVE, THE (Richard J. Herrnstein & 
Charles Murray) £25.00. This important book, 
which has aroused enormous controversy in the 
USA, deals with differences in intellectual 
capacity among people and groups. The ways in 
which these could be accounted for by environ- 
mental influences are examined, and accorded 
the remarkably small amount of weight they 
deserve. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BLAIR’S BRITAIN (Hal Colebatch) £7.95. The 
threat posed by the present cultural establish- 
ment, supported by the Labour Government, to 
our national identity. Highly recommended. 
1999, 158pp. 


BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25. A strong plea for British independence 
from the EC bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 
24pp. 


BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. Sub- 
titled ‘A history of four nations’, this is an outline 
of British history by an academic historian 
stressing the role of the non-English parts of the 
British Isles. 1989, 324pp. 


CALL IT CONSIRACY (Larry Abraham) £14.00. 
Shows how socialism is a product of the 
wealthy, and how money manipulation has 
disastrous consequences. 1985, xvii, 325pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) 
£5.00. A welcome reissue of this sensational 
novel about the destruction of the white race by 
Asian immigrant invasion. Once on sale in 
ordinary bookshops, but now only available from 
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The prices given in this list do not include 
postal charges, which should be estimated 
by calculating one eighth the total value of the 
order, except in the case of overseas orders, 
where those about to send for books should first 
enquire. The minimum postage for UK orders is 
SOp. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques 
or postal orders should be made out to ‘Freedom 
Books’ only, and should not be included in 
remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely to be dealt with more 
quickly is ‘Freedom Books’ is marked on the 
envelope. Please send all orders to our mail 
order address, which is:- 


Freedom Books 
PO Box 59 
Mold 
Flints. CH7 5ZA 


New titles are marked with stars * 

Please note this fact, which is of great impor- 
tance: the books sold through Freedom Books are 
written by many different authors holding a 
number of different political viewpoints, very few 
of them being in any way connected with 
Freedom Books’ parent, the British National 
Party. The party’s mail order book service 
distributes these books because it is felt that they 
fill important gaps in public information and 
understanding of vital national and international 
issues. This does not mean that all the content of 
the books should be taken as representative of the 
policies of the party. The party reserves the right 
to differ with some of the authors over some 
parts of their writings. 


the nationalist ‘underground’. One of the great 
works of fiction of the second half of the 20th 
century. 1973, 311pp. 

CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and 
individuals seeking to suppress the historian 
David Irving’s freedom to travel and commun- 
icate and of the smear campaign against him. 
The book relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts 
to get into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 


CELTIC MYTHS AND LEGENDS (D.W. Rolleston) 
£1.99. The myths and founders of Britain. First 
published early this century, rep. 1994, 457pp.. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent 


Blair’s Britain 


Hai Colebatch 


An exposure 


of the cultural 
war being 
waged against 
the British 
people by the 
Blair Govern- 
ment (see this 


page) 


history that have not found their way into text- 
books or newspapers. 1974, 48pp. 


CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charm- 
ley) £20.00. A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous 
conequences of Churchill’s faith in US friend- 
ship. 1995, xv, 427pp. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War 
ll leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591pp. 


CHURCHILL, THE END OF GLORY ((John Charm- 
ley) £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
footsteps of David Irving in its raising of 
awkward questions concerning Churchill as a 
national leader, though the author is more 
moderate in his treatment of his subject than is 
Irving. 1993, 742pp. 


COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in 
the political, industrial and military fields. A 
classic work by a mainstream historian, more 
relevant by the year! 643pp. 


COME CLEAN, MR. GABLE (Alexander Baron) 
£1.50. Shows how Gerry Gable of Searchlight 
magazine exploits the story of the Stephen 
Lawrence murder but has used exactly the same 
sort of violent hoodlums as those who committed 
it. 1998, seven pp (A4). 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. ReviloP. 
Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country. 1966, 76pp. 


CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£17.75. A best seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


CRIMES AND MERCIES (James Bacque) £8.99. 
The shocking treatment of German civilians under 
the allied occupation, 1945-50. The hidden story 
of the biggest ‘ethnic cleansing’ in European 
history. 288pp. 


DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. Important work on the _ international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF 
officer and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 


DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £8.25. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and 
injustices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 


DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £15.50. This book has attracted 
worldwide attention, dealing as it does with 
racial problems in America (and not just simply 
between Blacks and Whites). A comprehensive 
introduction to the subject very relevant to 
Britain. 1981, 613pp. 


ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£25.00; paperback £17.50. Comprehensive 
statement of the case for modern British 
Nationalism. A partly autobiographical account of 
the author’s origins, first political stirrings and 
subsequent work in building up the British 
National Party. A ‘must’ for all BNP supporters. 
First published in 1986, this is an updated edition 
published in 1998, 537pp. 


EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) 
£7.95. The book argues that the European Union 
is fascist and corporatist in inspiration. Discusses 
the Bilderberg Group, the CIA and _internat- 
ionalists like Arnold Toynbee and Joseph Reit- 
linger. 1996, 149pp. 


work on the subject.’ 1989, 732pp. 


FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Bainbridge & Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain's membership of the 
European Union. 1992, 69pp. 


GLOBAL TYRANNY, STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the United Nations is being 
developed as an omnipotent global government, 
suppressing national identities and freedoms. 
1992, xvii, 350pp. 

GREAT BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick Buchanan) 
£15.00. How American sovereignty and social 
justice are being sacrificed to the gods of the 
global economy. A powerful plea for national 
freedom and social justice with great relevance to 
the UK. 1998, 376pp. 


HATE COMES.TO TOWN«x (Alexander Baron) 
£1.50. The lies and poison of the Searchlight 
‘Educational’ Trust, documented, exposed and 
deconstructed. 1999, 25pp (A4). 


HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Roger Pearson) 
£9.65. Covers race, eugenics and modern 
science. A scholarly but eminently readable 
criticism of egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD 
in Anthropology. 1996, 162pp. 


HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
‘Gibb Stuart) £10.00. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 


HOLLYWOOD PARTY (Kenneth Billingsley) 
£16.99. The story of the attempted communist 
takeover of Hollywood in the 1930s and 1940s. 
The truth about the ‘blacklist’ and the HUAC 
hearings. A ‘must’ for students of media lies. 
1998, 365pp. 


IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) 
£35.00. Study of the life and thought of A.K. 
Chesterton, one of the major figures in British 
Nationalism from the 1930s to the 1970s. 
Though not supportive, generally fair. 1996, xiii, 
25Opp. 


IMPERIUM (Ulick Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of 
the post-war period. The author (real name 
Francis Parker Yockey) rejects Marx, Freud and 
other ‘culture-distorters’ and demolishes the 
whole liberal world outlook. Originally published 
1948, 625pp. 

JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £11.99. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. Paperback. 


KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 


Harvey) £7.99. A former farming journalist 
describes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking 
number of independent farmers. A truly shocking 
and important book. Paperback. 


LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £7.99. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the 
western allies for slaughter by the Soviets 
between 1944 and 1947. 


LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) 
£7.95. A witty and factual examination of 
current attitudes and intellectual fashions that are 
threatening our future. 1980, 246pp. 


MARCO POLO REPORT (Institute of Historical 
Review) £13.00. The extraordinary story of how 
international pressure groups compelled a popular 
Japanese magazine to close down after it had 
published a revisionist article. 1995, 30pp (A4). 


MAN AND TECHNICS (Oswald Spengler) £3.95. 
Sub-titled ‘A Contribution to a Philosophy of 
Life’, this book argues that the world is governed 
by natural forces in man and nature, rather than 
by genteel political and religious creeds. c. 1930, 
rep. IS92273pp. 


MANY SHADES OF BLACK ®& (John Bean) £8.00. 
Political autobiography of one of Britain’s leading 
nationalists of the 1950s and 1960s. The writer 
describes the major developments in the patriotic 
movement in those times, together with his own 
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assessment of the issues over which it was 
sometimes divided. 252pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £8.00. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War. First 
published 1952. 128pp. 


NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo F. 
Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial 
tensions in a number of areas, showing that they 
are based not on hate or bigotry but on natural 
universal laws. 1993, 145pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state. 1972, 288pp. 


ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£9.99. Subtitled ‘The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to low- 
wage countries. A demolition of fashionable 
economic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 
582pp. 


PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £10.00. Eminent scholar argues that civil- 
isation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923, rep. 1983, 227pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements which have 
wielded it in the 20th century. 1982, 101pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4). 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £17.00. 
A reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Anglo- 
Saxons, Vikings and Normans, with information 
on related peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), 
vi, 273pp. 


RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS 
(W.C. George) £4.00. Shows how the racial egal- 
itarian dogma is flawed, despite the influential 
forces promoting it. 1967, 80pp. 


REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £6.50. Series of incisive essays arguing 
that white patriots should adopt insurgent, rather 
than conservative, strategies to defend their 
culture and values. Although written for 


Americans, this book contains many invaluable 
lessons, for British nationalists too. 1997, 
250pp. 


ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE (Bernard Connolly) 
£17.50. A former official of the European Comm- 
ission exposes the lies and deceit involved in the 
establishment of the ERM and the dangers 
involved in European monetary union and 
European federalism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 


STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War Il by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy, showing how 
Stalin incited the war hoping to seize Western 
Europe in the ensuing chaos. 1987, 152pp. 


STANDARDBEARERS. £6.00. Subtitled British 
Roots of the New Right. a collection of essays on 
20 political and cultural heroes for British nation- 
alists. 1999, 176pp. 


SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian N. Monahan) 
£7.80. A series of articles from the Socia/ 
Creditor dealing with political and economic 
threats to Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. 


THE GRIP OF DEATH (Michael Rowbottom) 
£15.00. Fine study of modern money, debt slav- 
ery and destructive economics. 1998, 337pp. 


THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt and 
others) £4.50. A cost-benefit analysis of British 
membership of the EU and a listing of the alter- 
natives to membership. 1996, 111pp. 


THEY WERE WHITE AND THEY WERE SLAVES 
(Michael A. Hoffman Il) £8.50. Shows the true 
history of slavery, which demonstrates — con- 
trary to current propaganda — that not only 
Blacks were the victims of the trade. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power structures that 
exist in today’s world. A glimpse ‘behind the 
scenes’ of international politics. 1987, 61pp. 


TO RESTRAIN THE RED HORSE: THE URGENT 
NEED FOR RADICAL ECONOMIC REFORM (Alan 
D. Armstrong) £11.95. A businessman discusses 
the origins of our money system, its social and 
ecological consequences and proposals for its 
reform. 1996, 137pp. 


TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global 
free trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 
216pp. 


TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
and Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit- 
utional action of the Tory Government in signing 
the Maastricht Treaty. 1994, 123pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£4.40. Describes the effects of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. 3rd ed. 
1995, xv, 92pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 
The Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 
1982, 113pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL- 
UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an_ 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT (Fred- 
erick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry. points the way to a 
satisfactory and beneficial financial system. A 
long-established classic. 1926, rep. 1983, 
320pp. 

WAR AND THE BREED (David Jordan) £8.00. 
Fine reprinting of a remarkably far-seeing book, 
first published in 1915, which argued that the 
war then raging would do incalculable damage to 
the genetic make-up of Britain and Europe. 
Disturbing but fascinating. Hardback, 1981, 
127pp. 

ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£19.00. Sensational and courageous exposé of 
Zionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew. 


- 1982, 904pp. 
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MANSFIELD (Notts.) was the venue of an 
excellent meeting staged by the British Nat- 
ional Party’s East Midlands Region on the 
Sth August. 

The meeting, at which about 40 were 
present, began with a speech by the party’s 
Media Monitoring Group’s co-ordinator 
Phill Edwards. Dr. Edwards spoke of the 
enforced ‘racial diversity’ being inflicted 
upon the British people and put the question: 
how had Britain managed to survive over so 
many hundreds of years and produce some of 
the best art, music, science and engineering 
the world had seen while being a racially 
homogeneous society and without a trace of 
any such ‘diversity’? 

He went on to say that if ‘diversity’ was so 
wonderful it was strange that so few people 
actually wanted it — otherwise draconian 
laws would not be necessary to make it acc- 
eptable. 

After an interval, John Tyndall spoke. He 
said that, as everyone knew, the BNP was in 
the business of ‘persuasion’, which involved 
understanding what made people think the 
way they do about political issues. Here there 
were certain dangers that needed to be 
avoided, particularly when it came to the 
question of making the party ‘respectable’. 
There was real respectability, he said, which 
involved how BNP members behaved and 
the reasonableness both of our policies and 
the way we put them over. Then there was 
‘respectability’ conferred on political parties 
by the mass media, which meant simply that 
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TYNDALL IN MANSFIELD 


Tyndall speaks. East Midlands Organiser Steve Belshaw is in the chair. 


such a status would be completely imposs- 
ible to attain without total dilution of the 
BNP’s racial nationalist ideology. He cited 
the ‘respectability’ conferred by the media on 
the United Kingdom Indepedendence Party 
(UKIP), and described how this had con- 
tributed to the crippling divisions now being 
witnessed in that party. 

He then returned to theme of Dr. 
Edwards’s speech, endorsing what his fellow 
speaker had said about ‘racial diversity’, and 
affirming that Britain had indeed shown the 
world it could be a great nation without it. 
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The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub- 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the Brtitish National Party John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser- 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ- 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 

Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.15 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.32 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 
3DW. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you 
must read if 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 
stand for 


THE 
| ELEVENTH 
HOUR 


A hugely enjoyable weekend! 


AT the Red, White and Blue festival on the stage it. Any new venture takes commitment, and _ likewise. 
12the and 13th August we were very pleased to of course the biggest fear is that it will flop. It Personally, I would have attended just to hear 
see at least six members of the Hereward Club takes guts to take on an event like this on a very the cheers of fellow nationalists at the end of the 


attend- ing, despite the long haul over to the 
Shropshire/ Wales borders! The distance 
involved meant abandonment of ‘Plan A’ to hire 
a minibus and a reversion to car transport. The 
bus could not be collected until 8.30 a.m., which 
would have resulted in our arriving on the site 
too late. Plan B meant an early start, but we were 
able to gain a few extra hours at the event. Due 
to the new arrangements, there were ten or so 
people from our area who couldn’t get there in 
time due to lack of transport, and a further 
couple of people who could not attend due to 
last-minute domestic reasons. 

Overall, it looked on the face of it as if the 
event was not well attended. We were surprised 
to see so many ‘regulars’ and stalwarts missing 
from the attendees, but there were several factors 
to account for this — not least the distance to 
travel for many folk. We went on the Sunday, 
which was the rally day. There were those who 
went on the Saturday only, so we do not know 
the overall attendance, but “ doubt bd will cee The RWB site: private tents brought by attendees (top); the big tent and some of 
the figures in a future nationalist publication. thie stalls and child 1 facilities (below). 

Same with the collection. There were donations Fag res Grrr Sees gp i sh 

of £1,000 each from three sources alone on the R).. 
Sunday, and there was a collection on the Satur- 
day too — plus various other income, so it will be 
interesting to know the final figure. 

The Hereward Club had a table at the RWB 
and raised a very creditable £238.80 for its 
funds. £16 was spent on the purchase of 2,000 of 
the new crime leaflets, so the net figure taken 
home was £222.80. The club did not make any 
don- ation to BNP central funds as it is a 
separate issue, and Hereward Club finances are 
used to promote the cause in the ‘home region’ 
(East Anglia).Club members donated to BNP 
central funds as individual contributions. 

On the club sales tables we sold nationalist 
books, audio tapes, T-shirts, various literature 
and badges. The very popular ‘Politically incorr- 
ect and proud of it’ badges soon sold. We had 
only a tiny stock and an expected order failed to 
arrive in time for the RWB. Hereward members 
will receive a free badge with the September 


newsletter if the order arrives! As the title is also low budget, and if anyone shinke it is easy why stirring Jerusalem and the leader’s speech. The 
the motto of the Hereward Club, people can wear do they not have a go themselves? British National Party and modern nationalism is 
this on those occasions when they might want to We will be urging all members and supporters __ the only hope we have now in what was once our 
upset some PC crank! to attend the 2001 RWB, and we will be playing Britain! 

Many thanks are due to club members Linda our part by better organisation of transport and Our path is the right one, and deep in their 
and Andrew for manning the club sales tables encouraging group leaders in the region to do hearts our opponents know this too! 


and also to Andrew for his safe delivery of the 
. sales sta AR 1 1 iS i h 
Be oie itiniie evenings oe SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


su peronii te keshinel had teething troubles Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full 


ae es hams emacs production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular 
¢ re rK splay. 7 


| am absolutely certain that the RWB event donations from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 
will be much better organised and well attended Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 
next year, and I for one am very much looking these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle 
forward to it. There should be a more central the magazine. Hence our need for additional financial support. 
venue; any mistakes made this time should be Please send all contributions to Spearhead, c/o PO Box 117, Welling, 
rectified: and we can regard this event as a trial Kent DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for — 
run for future RWBs. It must have been really _ donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested - - in whic 
hard work to get it organised, and our thanks are an SAE would be much appreciated. Thanks. 


due to those who gave up their time and energy 
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iegal immigrants: 
police now just 
throwing in the towel! 


The picture on the right here tells a tale. It shows illegal 
imm- igrants getting off a lorry parked at the back of the 
premises of A1 Envelopes in Cricklewood, North London. 
Standing by on the right of the picture is a police constable. 
Far from arresting the illegals, the constable, according to a 
press report, simply let them go and directed them to the 
nearest centre for asylum-seekers, where they would of 
course have been fixed up with welfare benefits while their 
applications to settle in the UK were being processed. 

When the police were asked about the incident, a spokes- 
man said: “We do occasionally arrest people, but not 
always. We are only carrying out what we are told to do. It’s 
an immigration matter.” 

And who has told the police what to do? Clearly, the 
Home Office. And what did they have to say? According to a 
spokesman: “Normally when people are found in the backs 
of lorries in the London area they are directed to the Asylum 
Screening Unit in Croydon. They do not normally abscond at 
the beginning of the process because they have too much to 
lose. We do not have the resources to go to every lorry 
where immigrants are found.” 

Whether the asylum-seekers have more to lose or not by 
absconding is doubtful. Very clearly, great numbers of them 
do not believe so or there would not be so many who did just 
that. 

What this little story indicates is that the police are now 
effectively starting to give up any efforts to control the flood 
of asylum-seekers into Britain — no doubt on the orders of 
the Government, as they admitted in this case. 

It’s high time we had leaders in this country prepared to 
get a firm grip of this immigration chaos and put up unambig- 
uous ‘no entry’ signs for the world to see. And when would- 
be immigrants fail to read those signs and land here, they 
should first be given stiff penalties for breaking our laws and 
then packed off to whence they came. 

Only the British National Party is pledged to do this. Why 
not write to us and find out more? 


Formoreinformationonthe.. a NOAM... ccccsecneccntcreesnscesensnnesesnrsansoecesansseneessensenss 
British National Party, write 
and send 50p to:- 


The Secretary rrr rrrrerrrrecTTTTIErrrririiere 
eG ai i ig Rad Ae Raa Aad i iin Re AR tO Cc ae a ae ec as 
Waltham Cross 
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Tel. 07774 454893 


You can make a photocopy of this page or use a plain piece of 
paper if you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 
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